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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
STATE OF IDAHO, DEPARTMENT OF








CLERK'S RECORD ON APPEAL
Appeal from the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District, in and for the County of Ada.
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Fourth Judicial District Court - Ada County
ROAReport
Case: CV-DR-2003-00690 Current Judge: Michael Reardon
State of Idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare vs. Steven W Adams, eta!.
User: CCTHIEBJ
State of Idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare vs. Steven W Adams, Amy Beth Slane
Date Code User Judge
3/27/2003 NEWC CCLEDDAK New Case Filed Dave Epis
PATF CCLEDDAK Paternity Filed Dave Epis
SMIS CCLEDDAK Summons Issued Dave Epis.
6/412003 AFOS CCLEDDAK Affidavit Of Service (4/10/03) Dave Epis
AFSV CCLEDDAK Affidavit Of Service And Summons (4/2/03) Dave Epis
NOTC CCLEDDAK Notice Of Compltn & Flng Of Gntc Tstng Rslts Dave Epis
AFFD CCLEDDAK Affidavit Of Rob Vail Dave Epis
APPD CCLEDDAK Application For Default Dave Epis
NOID CCLEDDAK Notice Of Intent To Take Default Dave Epis
6/11/2003 ODEF CCLEDDAK Order Of Default Dave Epis
DEFT CCLEDDAK Default Dave Epis
DPWO CCLEDDAK Disposition Without Trial Or Hearing Dave Epis
JDMT CCLEDDAK JUdgment & Order Of Filiation Dave Epis
3/11/2010 MOTN CCMAXWSL Motion for Contempt (Dominick for Amy) Dave Epis
AFFD CCMAXWSL Affidavit in Support of Motion for Contempt Dave Epis
3/24/2010 NOTC CCLATICJ Notice of Arraignment (Contempt) (04/20/10 @ 9 Dave Epis
am)
HRSC CCLATICJ Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 04/20/2010 Dave Epis
09:00 AM)
4/8/2010 AFOS MCBIEHKJ Affidavit Of Service 3/24/10 Dave Epis
4/20/2010 HRHD CCMORAML Hearing result for Arraignment held on Dave Epis
04/20/2010 09:00 AM: Hearing Held
NOAP CCMAXWSL Notice Of Appearance (Runsvold for Steven), Not Russell A. Comstock
Guilty Plea, Demand for Jury Trial, and
Affirmative Defenses
MOTN CCMAXWSL Motion to Modify Filiation Order(Runsvold for Russell A. Comstock
Steven)
MOTN CCMAXWSL Motion to Modify Child Support Order Request for Russell A. Comstock
Hearing
NOTC CCMAXWSL 20 Day Notice Russell A. Comstock
4/21/2010 AFOS MCBIEHKJ Affidavit Of Service 4/20/10 Russell A. Comstock
CHRE CCMAXWSL Change Assigned Judge: Reassignment to Russell A. Comstock
Judge Comstock
4/22/2010 NOTS CCMASTLW Notice Of Service Russell A. Comstock
MODO CCMASTLW Motion To Disqualify Russell A. Comstock
4/23/2010 NOTS MCBIEHKJ Notice Of Service Russell A. Comstock
MODO CCSIMMSM Motion To Disqualify Russell A. Comstock
4/26/2010 NOTS MCBIEHKJ Notice Of Service Russell A. Comstock
4/30/2010 AFOS CCLATICJ Affidavit Of Service 04/22/10 Russell A. Comstock
5/11/2010 ANSW CCGARDAL Answer and Counterclaim Dominick for Amy) Russell A. Comstock000002
Date: 5/14/2012
Time: 03:53 PM
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Fourth Judicial District Court - Ada County
ROA Report
Case: CV-DR-2003-00690 Current Juqge: Michael Reardon
State of Idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare vs. Steven W Adams, eta!.
User: CCTHIEBJ
State of Idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare vs. Steven W Adams, Amy Beth Slane
Date Code User Judge
5/12/2010 DISW CCMCLILI Order to Disqualify wlo Cause (dq Judge Russell A. Comstock
Comstock)
CJWO CCMCLILI Notice of Reassignment to Judge Reardon Michael Reardon
5/14/2010 RPLY CCGARDAL Reply to Counterclaim Michael Reardon
5/24/2010 !'JOTS CCRANDJD Notice Of Service Michael Reardon
FOCH MCTOWNEL Order To Attend Focus On Children (6-23-10 & Michael Reardon
6-30-10)
5/27/2010 NOSV CCSWEECE Notice Of Service Michael Reardon
6/7/2010 HRSC MCTOWNEL Hearing Scheduled (Status/ADR 07/20/2010 Michael Reardon
02:00 PM)
ORDR MCTOWNEL Order for Family Ct Services ADR Screening Michael Reardon
(7-20-10 @ 2:00)
6/16/2010 MOTN CCMAXWSL Motion to Quash Subpoena Duces Tecum Michael Reardon
6/24/2010 ORDR MCURIZDJ Order to Quash Subpoena Duces Tecum Michael Reardon
CSFC CCSIMMSM Case Status Report - Focus On Children Michael Reardon
7/1/2010 CSFC CCGARDAL Case Status Report - Focus On Children Michael Reardon
7/2/2010 CSAD MCTOWNEL Case Status Report Adr Michael Reardon
7/6/2010 MOTN CCMAXWSL Motion for in Camera Examination and Release of Michael Reardon
Documents Notice of Hearing(July 19, 2010 @
9:00am)
HRSC CCMAXWSL Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled Michael Reardon
07/19/201009:00 AM) Mtn for in Camera Exam
and Release of Documents
7/1312010 MOTN CCSULLJA Motion in Opposition to in Camera Examination Michael Reardon
and Release of Documents or in the Alernative,
Motion for Protective Order
7/16/2010 RSPN CCSULLJA Adams' Response to Department's Motion in Michael Reardon
Opposition
7/19/2010 INHD MCTOWNEL Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on Michael Reardon
07/19/201009:00 AM: Interim Hearing Held Mtn
for in Camera Exam and Release of Documents
7/2012010 CONH MCTOWNEL Hearing result for Status/ADR held on 07/2012010 Michael Reardon
02:00 PM: Conference Held
ORDR MCTOWNEL Order Re: Production of IDHW records Michael Reardon
7/23/2010 HRSC MCBIEHKJ Notice of Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Michael Reardon
Contempt 01/05/2011 09:00 AM)
7/3012010 HRSC MCTOWNEL Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference Michael Reardon
12/20/201001:30 PM)
HRSC MCTOWNEL Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial 01/05/2011 Michael Reardon
09:00 AM)
ORDR MCTOWNEL Scheduling Order Michael Reardon
ORDR MCTOWNEL Order Re Drug Testing Michael Reardon
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Fourth Judicial District Court - Ada County
ROAReport
Case: CV-DR-2003-00690 Current Juqge: Michael Reardon
State of Idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare vs. Steven W Adams, eta!.
User: CCTHIEBJ
State of Idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare vs. Steven W Adams, Amy Beth Slane
Date Code User Judge
10/8/2010 RSPN CCMAXWSL State's Response to Further Litigation (Keim for Michael Reardon
State)
11/30/2010 NOSV CCHOLMEE Notice Of Service Michael Reardon
12/8/2010 MISC CCWRIGRM Amy Sianes List of Trial Witnesses and Exhibits Michael Reardon
12/15/2010 NOTS CCRANDJD Notice Of Service Michael Reardon
MOTN CCAMESLC Motion in Limine Michael Reardon
MEMO CCAMESLC Adams' Pre Trial Memorandum Michael Reardon
12/16/2010 MEMO MCTOWNEL Amy Slane's Pre-Trial Memorandum Michael Reardon
MOTN MCTOWNEL Motion in Limine Michael Reardon
AFFD MCTOWNEL Affidavit in Support lVIichael Reardon
MOTN MCTOWNEL Motion for Order to Shorten Time Michael Reardon
ORDR MCTOWNEL Order Shortening Time (12-20-10 @ 1:30) Michael Reardon
12/17/2010 MISC CCRANDJD Adams Trial Witnesses and Exhibits Michael Reardon
NOTS CCRANDJD Notice Of Service Michael Reardon
12/20/2010 NOTC MCTOWNEL Notice of 404(b) Evidence Michael Reardon
INHD IVICTOWNEL Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on Michael Reardon
12/20/201001:30 PM: Interim Hearing Held
12/21/2010 MOTN CCRANDJD Motion for Leave to Withdraw and Notice of Michael Reardon
Hearing (1.5.11@9am)
12/22/2010 NOHG CCHOLMEE Notice Of Hearing Re Motion for Reconsideration Michael Reardon
NOHG CCHOLMEE Notice Of Hearing Re Motion in Limine Michael Reardon
1.5.11@9AM
12/29/2010 ORDR MCTOWNEL Order Granting in part, Motion in Limine Michael Reardon
1/3/2011 NOTS CCLATICJ Notice Of Service Michael Reardon
1/5/2011 HRHD IVICTOWNEL Hearing result for Court Trial held on 01/05/2011 Michael Reardon
09:00 AM: Hearing Held and Motion for Leave
to Withdraw
INHD MCTOWNEL Hearing result for Motion for Contempt held on Michael Reardon
01/05/2011 09:00 AM: Interim Hearing Held
Motion in Limine
1/13/2011 MECO CCHOLMEE Memorandum of Costs and Fees Michael Reardon
AFFD CCHOLMEE Affidavit of Thomas B Dominick Re Memorandum Michael Reardon
of Fees and Costs
NOHG CCHOLMEE Notice Of Hearing Re Sentencing 2.15.11 @9AM Michael Reardon
HRSC CCHOLMEE Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled Michael Reardon
02/15/2011 09:00 AM) Sentencing
1/14/2011 ORDR MCTOWNEL Order Dismissing Verified Motion to Modify Michael Reardon
1/20/2011 OBJE CCLATICJ Objection to Petitioner's Application for Attorney Michael Reardon
Fees and Costs
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Fourth Judicial District Court - Ada County
ROA Report
Case: CV-DR-2003-00690 Current Juqge: Michael Reardon
State of Idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare vs. Steven W Adams, eta!.
User: CCTHIEBJ
State of Idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare vs. Steven W Adams, Amy Beth Slane
Date Code User Judge
1/25/2011 RSPN CCMASSSL Response to Objection to Petitioner's Application Michael Reardon
for Attorney Fees and Costs (Dominick for Amy)
NOHG CCMASSSL l\Iotice Of Hearing (Feb 15, 2011 @ 9:00am) Michael Reardon
2/15/2011 HRHD MCTOWNEL Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on Michael Reardon
02/15/2011 09:00 AM: Hearing Held Sentencing
CDIS MCTOWNEL Civil Disposition entered for: Adams, Steven W, Michael Reardon
Defendant; Slane, Amy Beth, Defendant; State of
Idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare, Plaintiff.
Filing date: 2/15/2011
.IDMT MCTOWNEL Judgment of Conviction for Contempt & Order of Michael Reardon
Probation
COMT MCTOWNEL Commitment Order for Contempt Michael Reardon
STAT MCTOWNEL STATUS CHANGED: closed pending clerk action Michael Reardon
3/1/2011 JDMT MCTOWNEL Supplemental Judgment Michael Reardon
3/2/2011 ORDR MCTOWNEL Order Awarding Attorney Fees & Costs Michael Reardon
ORDR MCTOWNEL Amended Order Dismissing Motion to Modify Michael Reardon
Filiation Order
STAT MCTOWNEL STATUS CHANGED: closed Michael Reardon
4/11/2011 APDC CCMASSSL Appeal Filed In District Court Kathryn A. Sticklen
CHRE CCMASSSL Change Assigned Judge: Reassignment to Kathryn A. Sticklen
Judge Sticklen
NTOA CCMASSSL Notice Of Appeal (Runsvold for Steven) Kathryn A. Sticklen
MOTN CCMASSSL Motion for Alternate Method of Appeal Oral Kathryn A. Sticklen
Argument Requested
BREF CCMASSSL Brief in Support of Rule 83(J)(2) Motion Kathryn A. Sticklen
MOAF CCMASSSL Motion & Affidavit for Fee Waiver Kathryn A. Sticklen
4/28/2011 RESP MCBIEHKJ Response To Motion for Waiver of Transcript and Kathryn A. Sticklen
Waiver of Fees
5/3/2011 ORDR CCWRIGRM Order re Waiver of Fees and Costs Including Michael Reardon
Transcript Fee (Granted, James Runsvold, atty
for Appellant, Steven Adams)
5/4/2011 RPLY CCSULLJA Appellant's Reply to Respondent's Response Kathryn A. Sticklen
5/13/2011 OGAP DCTYLENI Order Governing Procedure On Appeal Kath ryn A. Sticklen
6/16/2011 APBR CCMASSSL Appellants Brief Filed Kathryn A. Sticklen
7/13/2011 BREF CCWRIGRM Respondents Brief Kathryn A. Sticklen
7/21/2011 RPLY CCSULLJA Appellant's Reply Brief Kathryn A. Sticklen
NOTC CCSULLJA Notice of Oral Argument (08/25/11 @ 2:00 PM) Kathryn A. Sticklen
HRSC CCSULLJA Hearing Scheduled (Oral Argument on Appeal Kathryn A. Sticklen
08/25/2011 02:00 PM)
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ROA Report
Case: CV-DR-2003-00690 Current Juqge: Michael Reardon
State of Idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare vs. Steven W Adams, eta!.
User: CCTHIEBJ
State of Idaho Dept. of Health and Welfare vs. Steven W Adams, Amy Beth Slane
Date Code User Judge
8/25/2011 DCHH TCWEAT.IB Hearing result for Oral Argument on Appeal Kathryn A. Sticklen
scheduled on 08/25/2011 02:00 PM: District
Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter: Susan Gambee
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing
estimated: Under 100 Pages
2/1/2012 DEOP DCLYKEMA Memorandum Decision and Order Kathryn A. Sticklen
(file stamped 01/31/2012)
RMDC DCLYKEMA Remanded From District Court Kathryn A. Sticklen
CHRM DCLYKEMA Change Assigned JUdge: Remanded Michael Reardon
2/8/2012 MEMC CCNELSRF Memorandum Of Costs And Attorney Fees Michael Reardon
AFFD CCNELSRF Affidavit of Thomas B. Dominick in support of Michael Reardon
Memorandum Of Costs And Attorney Fees
2/10/2012 OBJC CCSULLJA Objection to Respondent's Claim for Attorney Michael Reardon
Fees and Costs/Motion for Reconsideration
(Runsvold for Stephen)
2/15/2012 PETN CCKINGAJ Petition to Modify Child Support (Foley 1St) Michael Reardon
SMFI CCKII\JGAJ Summons Filed Michael Reardon
2/17/2012 AMEN CCSULLJA Amended Petition to Modify Child Support (Foley Michael Reardon
for ST/ID)
2127/2012 AMEN CCMEYEAR Second Amended Petition to Modify Child Michael Reardon
Support (Foley for State)
2/29/2012 HRSC MCBIEHKJ Notice of Hearing Scheduled (Motion 03/15/2012 Kathryn A. Sticklen
01 :00 PM) for Reconsideration
RESP MCBIEHKJ Response To Objection to Claim for Attorneys Michael Reardon
Fees and Costs
3/5/2012 RPLY CCKHAMSA Appellant's Reply To Respondent's Response Michael Reardon
RE: Attorney Fees
3/12/2012 APSC TCWEGEKE Appealed To The Supreme Court Michael Reardon
3/15/2012 DCHH CCCHILER Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Kathryn A. Sticklen
03/15/201201:00 PM: District Court Hearing Hell
Court Reporter: Dianne Cromwell
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing
estimated: for Reconsideration; less than 100
pages
3/2212012 MOTN CCLLlNDMJ Motion and Affidavit for Fee Waiver Michael Reardon
4/5/2012 ACCP CCDEREDL Acceptance Of Service Michael Reardon
AFOS CCDEREDL Affidavit Of Service (3-8-12) Michael Reardon
4/11/2012 MOTD CCSULLJA Motion To Dismiss (Foley for STIID) Michael Reardon





Special Deputy Attorney General
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
ROBERT W. VAIL









IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA











THE STATE OF IDAHO, Department of Health and Welfare, by way
of Complaint against the above -named Defendants, complains and
alleges as follows:
1.
Counsel for the State of Idaho represents said State in this
matter specifically for the establishment of paternity and the
collection of child support and arrearages owing by STEVEN WAYNE
ADAMS, and said representation does not involve issues of custody





That Defendant AMY BETH SLANE is the natural mother, and that
Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS is the natural father of ISABELLA
RHEANNON SLANE, born in Boise, Idaho, as is more fully set out in
the Filiation Affidavit of AMY BETH SLANE attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit "A"; and it is hereby
requested that the Bureau of Vital Statistics of the State of Idaho
be ordered to issue a new birth certificate to reflect that STEVEN
WAYNE ADAMS is the father of ISABELLA RHEANNON SLANE. This action
is prosecuted and pursued by virtue of the Special Proceeding
Section of the Idaho Code contained in Title 7, Chapter 11, and the
pertinent parts thereof.
III.
That Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS is a resident of Ada County,
State of Idaho, and Defendant AMY BETH SLANE is a resident of Ada
County, State of Idaho.
IV.
Plaintiff alleges that Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS is an
able-bodied person and capable of supporting said child(ren); that
pursuant to and based upon the Idaho Child Support Guidelines and
the Affidavit Verifying Income attached hereto as Exhibit "B", and
the Child Support Worksheet attached hereto as Exhibit "C", a
reasonable sum for the support and maintenance of said child(ren)
lS $635.00 per month, commencing April 1, 2003, and continuing to




child(ren) reach(es) majority, unless the child(ren) is/are
continuing his/her high school education. In that case, child
support should continue until the child(ren) discontinue(s) his/her
high school education or reach(es) the age of nineteen, whichever
is sooner, pursuant to Idaho Code § 32-706j
V.
The tax dependency exemption (s) and child tax credit (s) should
be claimed by the father. The child support amount of $635.00
includes $18.00 in addition to the basic support amount to
compensate the mother for her pro rata share of the tax benefits,
as set forth in the child support worksheet(s) submitted herein.
VI.
That during any period when one parent applies for and obtains
medicaid coverage for the child(ren), the other parent shall be
required to obtain medical insurance on the child(ren) if available
at a reasonable cost. Reasonable cost shall be defined as any
insurance that is available through employment, any group policy or
otherwise available at a reasonable cost. That whenever the child
is not on medicaid, then the health insurance for the child(ren)
shall be provided by whichever parent can obtain suitable coverage
through an employer at the lower cost. The actual cost paid by
ei ther party for health insurance premiums or for health care
expenses for the child (ren) not covered or paid in full by
insurance, including, but not limited to orthodontic, optical, and




STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS shall be responsible for 85% and AMY BETH SLANE
shall be responsible for 15% of any costs that the medical
insurance does not cover.
VII.
Any claimed health care expense for the child or children,
whether or not covered by insurance, which would result in an out-
of-pocket expense of $500 or more to the parent who did not incur
or consent to the expense, must be approved in advance, in writing,
by both parties or by prior court order. Relief may be granted by
the Court for failure to comply under extraordinary circumstance,
and the Court may in its discretion apportion the incurred expense
in some percentage other than that in the existing support order,
and in so doing, may consider whether consent was unreasonably
requested or withheld.
VIII.
The parent who obtains insurance for the child(ren) should be
required to provide the other parent with claim forms and other
documents necessary to make claims to the insurance company. If a
parent pays for medical expenses up front which are later
reimbursed by the insurance company to the other parent, the parent
receiving the reimbursement from the insurance company should be
required to remit the reimbursement to the parent who paid for the




The Defendants should be responsible for the net work-related
child care expenses of the child (ren) in proportion to their
Guideline Incomes (85% for STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and 15% for AMY BETH
SLANE). These child care costs are in addition to the basic child
support amount and should be paid directly between the parties.
X.
That medical costs associated with the birth of ISABELLA
RHEANNON SLANE in the amount of $2,886.07 were reimbursed by
Medicaid to medical providers. Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS is
responsible for $2,453.16, which represents his pro rata share of
said medical costs pursuant to the Idaho Child Support Guidelines
and Exhibit "D".
XI.
That pursuant to Idaho Code §§ 56-203B, 32-1002 and 32-1003,
said payments are currently due or owing to the Department of
Health and Welfare of the State of Idaho from Defendant STEVEN
WAYNE ADAMS;
XII.
That any support order issued in this case should include
provisions allowing for enforcement of the order by automatic and
immediate income withholding and mandatory health insurance
enrollment under Title 32, Chapter 12, Idaho Code, and also a
notice to the obligor that a lien will arise automatically upon a




WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF PRAYS AS FOLLOWS:
1. For an Order of this Court establishing that Defendant
STEVEN WAYNE ADAM$ is the natural father of ISABELLA RHEANNON
SLANE;
2. That the Bureau of Vital Statistics of the State of Idaho
be ordered to change the child's birth certificate to reflect that
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS is the father of ISABELLA RHEANNON SLANE;
3. For judgment against Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS in the
amount of $2,453.16 to reimburse Plaintiff for said Defendant's
share of the birth costs paid by Medicaid.
4. For an order of this Court requiring Defendant STEVEN
WAYNE ADAMS to pay child support pursuant to the Idaho Child
Support Guidelines as set forth above in paragraphs IV through XII;
5. That the STATE OF IDAHO, Department of Health and
Welfare, be allowed to attach all federal and state income tax
refunds until the full amount owing is paid in full as well as
other statutory collection methods;
6. That the obligor and obligee be required to provide to
the Department of Health and Welfare written notification within
thirty days of any changes in his/her residential address (or
mailing address if different from the residential address) and
telephone number.
7. For an award, pursuant to I.C. §§ 56-203C(3), of
Plaintiff's reasonable attorney's fees according to proof, or, in




8. For costs incurred in prosecution of this action;
9. That the Order or Judgment entered herein contain a
notice that the attorney for the State of Idaho does withdraw as
attorney of record, pursuant to Rule 11(b) (2) of the Idaho Rules of
civil Procedure, with said withdrawal becoming effective once the
time for appeal from the final judgment or order has expired and
there are no proceedings pending; and
10. For such other and further relief as to the Court may
appear just.
DATED: March 27, 2003.
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
~~ ~,--l._
~y-ROBERT W. VAIL




. FILIAllO MARY AFFIDAVl1\DECLARACION IACION
1. Beingfiffitdu~swomupono~h, 1~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~_~~~~~~~~~~'I~fl~A~,\uQ~/~~~_say
(print full name) Middle Last
(escriba en letra de molde su nombre completo) Segundo Nombre Apellido
"''''''' . f( _. . \. \ . I, .--"
2. A child was born on the Clay of , in ~--I>~~'-'4-<i.e..e:::lo_~~~~~~~~=='=="'==""do.="""UY"",-,,-,,"-,,,:=~~~~~~_
,..J City State
2. Un nino(a) naci6 el dia de_~__ de 19_, en ~_~~~~~~~_~~_~~~~~~~~_
Ciudad
3. If unborn, due date: / _
month I day I year
3. Si aun no ha nacido, fecha del parto: / / _
mes I dia I ano
4. The child's name (as it appears on their birth certificate) is:
Estado
First Middle Last
4. EI nombre completo del nino(a) tal como aparece en el certificado de nacimiento:
Nombre Segundo Nombre Apellido
Middle
5. The mother's name (as it appears on the child's birth certificate) is:
~ Last
5. EI nombre de la madre (como aparece en el certificado de nacimiento del nino(a)) es:
Nombre
6. I believe the father of this child is:
0~Q;'/L
First







7. Based on my knowledge that the mother of this child had intercourse with the man named above during these dates:
o .
From:~/ ~ / 0\
month I day I year
to -U-/ \.3 / 02-
month I day I year
7. Basado a mi conocimiento que la madre de este nino tuvo relaciones sexuales con el hombre nombrado arriba durante las siguientes
fechas: ,
De:
mes I dia I ano
a
mes I dia I ano
8. Conception occurred in the state of '::r::.dCV\;\.Q , County of _
8. Concepci6n sucedi6 en el estado de , Condado de _
,EXHIBIT •~.000014
9. The approximate date of conception child was:~ / "Z3 / aZ-
month I day I year
9. La fecha aproximada de la concepci6n de este nino(a) fue: / / _
mes I dfa I ano
10. The mother of this child: Owas ~as not married at the time of conception or or birth of this child.
10. La madre de este nino(a): Oestaba Ono estaba casada al tiempo de la concepci6n de este nino.
11. Mi relaci6n a este nino es: _
12.0 I am not the biological mother or father of this child. My knowledge about the relationship between the mother and alleged
father and the conception of this child is based on:
12. 0 Yo no soy la madre 0 el padre biologico de este nino. Mi conocimiento sobre la relaci6n de la madre y el supuesto padre y el
nacimiento de este nino esta basado en:
I declare, under the penalty of law, that the information given by me in this form is true, correct and complete to the best of my
knowledge and belief.
Yo declaro, bajo la pena de la ley, que la informacion que yo di en esta forma es verdadera, correcta y completa a 10 mejor de mi
conoclmlento y creencla. Q",,'?'.. \~~ < cf5 tl.. b~
\J,,"9~,'tJ
Stateof~ah~CountyOf----~~~~~----- ~
Estado de Idaho, COP9!1do de .
.?Lf7J'..,-,- :r:i~'7~ ;J-oD"3 \ /\,,/. l! J-
On this~~~~~<- ,before me u;LL I,t'fl>1 personally
appeared known or identified to me, declare at he/she signed the foregoing document and that the
statements herein contained are true to the best of his/her knowledge and belief.
~"'''.'''''«~".~ \. VEsl'""''-
~'~~............ '\~O _. '='
~...... ~p..RY •• ':.
=~. 0 \ ':.. . ~ , . .::""". v·:: · , ':0 =. v· ... ·':. ••• P\l~ •• .... ;
~ .. "'~~
'\ ~...:lt~
~"#. $]'ATE O~~53 2/97
~I#. ,.t>II,,,,..,,,,,
2
Vencimiento de la ComisionNotario Publico de Idaho
En este dfa de , 19 , ante mi personalmente
apareci6 identificado ami, declaro que el/ella firmaron el presente documento y que las declaraciones
contenidas en este .10 mejor e su conocimiento y creencia.
000015
" IN THE DISTR~CT COURT THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

















I hereby state under oath that the following information is true:
A. GROSS INCOME
1. Wages, salary, commissions, bonuses, etc.
2. Rent, royalties, trade or business income, etc.
(List gross income minus necessary & ordinary expenses)
3. Interest, dividends, pensions, annuities, etc.
4. Social Security, Workers Compensation, Unemployment
Benefits, disability, Veterans Benefits, etc.
5. Public Assistance/Welfare for:( ) self ( ) children
6. Alimony
7. Grants, distributions from trusts, etc.
8. Other
9. SUBTOTAL
B. DEDUCTIONS TO GROSS INCOME (I.C.S.G. Sections 6 and 7)
1. Straight line depreciation on assets
2. One half of self-employment social security taxes
3.· Child support and alimony from another relationship
4. Support for child of another relationship living in
the home
5. DEDUCTIONS SUBTOTAL
C. GROSS INCOME AS ADJUSTED
(Line B5 subtracted from .Line A9)
D. IN-KIND BENEFITS (I.C.S.G. Section 6(b))
(Housing, food, transportation, recreation)
E. POTENTIAL INCOME (I.C.S.G. Section 6(c))
(Potential earned income," potential unearned income)
F. GUIDELINES INCOME (C + D + E)
























Notary Public for Idaho
My Commission Ex~ires:
Case(/ 188105
STATE OF IDAHO )
/1-/\ L).. )ss.




duly sworn, declared that he / sae signed





From the offices of: robert vail
In the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of

















617+ \~ -;.~ (o359SJ-5. Recommended Child Support Order $for non-custodial parent
4. Each Parents Child Support. Obligation
2. Percentage Share of Income (Each Parent)
3. Basic Child Support Obligation
Other Costs to be Considered by the Court
a. Work-Related Child Care Cost. .
b. Health insurance premium and uninsured health care expenses ..


























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































CASE NO. CV DR 0300690D









IN TIlE DISTRICT COURT OF TIlE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TIlE STA
IDAHO, IN AND FOR TIlE COUNTY OF ADA
rROCESS SERVERS
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of )













I, Josep\l Laus, being first duly sworn, depose and state:
That I am over the age of 18 years, and I am not a party to this case nor an employ~ofa party to this case.
That on AprU 10,2003 at 6:09 p.m., I served troe and correct copies of tile documentsindi~
Steven Wayne Adams, by:
(XX) Personal delivery to, Steven Wayne Adams, the above named DefendaDt,
at, 5921 S. Tulip Place, Boise, Idaho 83716, the above named Defendant's usual place of
residence.
( ) Personal delivery to,, -', an adult resident/occupant over the age of 18
years
at -', the above named Defendant's usual place of
residence.
000020
CASE NO. CV OR 03006900
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE OF:
**SUMMONS
**COMPLAINT
A ABLE SERVICE NC}. 208-368-oS88
267S WEST MAIN STREET. SUITE 1 A.M=---~F'Ui=D~:=-~~<'--=--
BOISE. IDAHO 83702 ----_-1~M_'__L. _
IN THE DISTRICf COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICf OF THijrj1lfj
IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADJ\]. ~ryg~~ldrJ
By. 71
----~~~=-STATE OF IDAHO. Department of )















I, lohn Cobley. being first duly sworn, depose and state:
That I am over the age of 18 years. and I am not a party to this case nor an employee ofa party to this case.
That on April 2. 2003 at 2:40 p.m.. I served true and comet copies of the docuniCnts indicated on,
Amy Beth Slane. by:
(XX) Personal delivery to. Amy Beth Slane. the above named Defendant,
at. 602 N. 311t Street, Boise. Idaho 83702. the above named Defendant's usual place of
residence.
( ) Personal delivery to,, --J. an adult resident/occupant over the age of 18
years




Subscribed and sworn to before me this date: April 3. 2003.
~~4.~
Notary Pub for Idaho







Special Deputy Attorney General
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
ROBERT W. VAIL




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA










NOTICE: YOU HAVE BEEN SUED BY THE ABOVE-NAMED PLAINTIFF(S). THE
COURT MAY ENTER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE UNLESS
YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW.
TO: STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS AMY BETH SLANE
You are hereby notified that in order to defend this lawsuit,
an appropriate written response must be filed with the above
designated court within 20 days after service of this Summons on
you. If you fail to so respond the court may enter judgment
against you as demanded by the plaintiff(s) in the Complaint.
A copy of the Complaint is served with this Summons. If you
wish to seek the advice or representation by an attorney in this
matter, you should do so promptly so that your written response, if
any, may be filed in time and other legal rights protected.
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule
10(a) (1) and other Idaho Rules of civil Procedure and shall also
include:
1. The title and number of this case.
SUMMONS - 1
000022
2. If your response is an Answer to the Complaint, it must
contain admissions or denials of the separate allegations
of the Complaint and other defenses you may claim.
3. Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or
the signature, mailing address and telephone number of
your attorney.
4. Proof of mailing or delivery of a copy of your response
to plaintiff's attorney, as designated above.
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your
response, contact the Clerk of the above-named court.
DATED This ~day of~~ , 2003.
J. DAVID NAVARRO









Special Deputy Attorney General
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
ROBERT W. VAIL




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA




STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH
SLANE,
Defendants,
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF COMPLETION AND
FILING OF GENETIC
TESTING RESULTS
COMES NOW, ROBERT W. VAIL, attorney for the STATE OF IDAHO,
Department of, Health and Welfare, and states as follows:
1. On April 23, 2003, buccal swab samples were taken from AMY
BETH SLANE, the mother, and ISABELLA RHEANNON SLANE, her
minor child, in Boise, Idaho.
2. On April 23, 2003, buccal swab samples were taken from the
Defendant, STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, in Boise, Idaho.
3. Genetic testing was completed on May 2, 2003; attached hereto
are the results of genetic testing which are submitted to the
Court for filing, pursuant to I.R.C.P. 6 (c) (7) .
~TICE OF COMPLETION AND FILING OF GENETIC TESTING RESULTS
PATFILE.NTC/BCSS/1-93 1000024
4. Notice is given that the verified expert's genetic test
report shall be admitted at trial under I.R.C.P. 6(c) (7)
unless a challenge to the testing procedures or the analysis
has been made by a party at least twenty-one (21) days before
trial.
DATED: June 2, 2003.
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
by ROBERT W. VAIL
Attorney for Plaintiff
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I hereby certify that true and correct copies of the
foregoing were mailed, postage prepaid, this day of June, 2003,
to: STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, 5921 South Tulip Place, Boise, Idaho 83716
and AMY BETH SLANE, 602 North 31st Street, Boise, Idaho 83702.







REGION 4E, ID, 188105












Combined Paternity Index =
Probability of paternity =
TEST
STEVEN ADAMS is NOT EXCLUDED as the biological father of
ISABELLA SLANE.
34921


























































The alleged father, STEVEN ADAMS, is not excluded as the biological father of the child,
ISABELLA SLANE. Based on the genetic test results obtained by DNA analysis, the probability
ofpaternity is 99.997% as compared to an untested, unrelated random person of the Caucasian
population.
This is to certify that all the biological samples were drawn and forwarded to Reliagene Technologies, Inc., as stated in the
attached Chain of Custody Documentation. Reliagene Technologies, Inc. is accredited by the Parentage Testing Committee of
the American Association of Blood Banks. The conclusions are corre'ct to the best ofmy knowledge. In calculating the PI value,
where applicable, the mutation frequency is taken into consideration.
5525 Mounes Street, Suite 101, New Orleans, Louisiana, 70123
Phone 800-256-4106 or 800-PATERNITY (728-3764) or 504-734-9700
Fax 800-256-4556 or 504-734-9787 * www.reliagene.com 000026
..
AFFIDAVIT OF PATERNITY TESTING RESULTS
STATE OF LOUISIANA, PARISH OF JEFFERSON
RELIAGENE CASE # 2003-116724
PARISWCOUNTY: REGION 4E, ID
CHILD SUPPORT CASE NO.: 188105
I, Megan D. Shaffer, having been duly sworn under oath state the following:
1. ReliaGene Technologies, Inc. was requested to perform paternity tests on the following individuals for the purpose of
reasonably proving or disproving the probability of the Defen<;lant's paternity ofthe child(ren) set forth below:
Mother: AMY SLANE
Child: ISABELLA SLANE
Alleged Father: STEVEN ADAMS
2. My full name is: Megan Danielle Shaffer.
3. I am qualified as an examiner of inherited characteristics included but not limited to those found in blood and tissue
samples and to administer the test.
4. My address is: ReliaGene Technologies, Inc., 5525 Mounes Street, Suite 101, New Orleans, LA 70123. My
telephone number is: (504) 734-9700 or 1-800-PATERNITY.
5. My qualifications are as follows, to wit:
- Highest Degree: Ph.D. in Microbiology and Immunology
- Present Position: Assistant Director at ReliaGene Technologies, Inc.
- Past and Present Memberships:
American Society for Microbiology
Association for Research In Vision and Ophthalmology
6. My education is as follows, to wit:
- B.S. Degree 1993, Major-Biology
- Ph.D. Degree 2000, Major-Microbiology and Immunology
7. My experience is as follows, to wit:
- Over 7 years of laboratory and research experience in Microbiology
- Assistant Director of ReliaGene Technologies, Inc.
- Author of numerous scientific research papers and abstracts
8. Identification of individuals: The tested individuals were identified when the samples were collected, as follows, to
wit: By photograph, fingerprint, and/or identification card. See attached Identification/Chain of Custody document(s).
9. Who Collected Test Samples: See attached Identification/Chain of Custody Client Identification document(s).




II. When Test Samples Were Collected: Test samples were collected on the following date(s) and time(s), to wit:
See attached Identification/Chain of Custody document(s).
12. WhereTest Samples Were Collected: Test samples were collected at the following location(s), to wit:
See attached Identification/Chain of Custody document(s).
13. The chain of custody of the test samples from the time collected until the tests were completed is as follows, to wit:
See attached Identification/Chain of Custody document(s), which is signed by the individual collecting samples, as well as
the individual packing and sealing the samples. The samples were delivered to the laboratory. The specimen container was
examined for integrity. The Identification/Chain of Custody document(s) was(were) signed by the person opening the
samples in the laboratory. There was no evidence of tampering during transit and,·once received by the laboratory, the
samples were then at all times in the care and custody of ReliaGene Technologies in an electronically secured facility under
my direct supervision. Furthermore, the Chain of Custody documentation was made at or near the time of sample collection
and was made in the course of regularly conducted business activity.
14. The results of the tests are follows, to wit: See attached laboratory report. Furthermore, the report containing the
results of the initial testing has been prepared under my direct supervision.
15. If the tested man could not be excluded, the defendant's probability ofpaternity of the child(ren), as calculated by an
expert based on the test results, is as follows, to wit: See attached laboratory report.
16. The procedure performed to obtain the test results are as follows, to wit: ReliaGene Technologies, Inc. performs
paternity determinations by DNA analysis in accordance with medically accepted procedures as defined by the Standards of
the American Association of Blood Banks and the conclusions are correct as reported. The testing fees have been previously
agreed upon by the client. .
ReliaGene Technologies, Inc. is accredited by the Parentage Testing Committe of the American Association of Blood Banks
and by the New York State Department of Health (CLIA # 19DO()65242, PFI # 1979).
Signature









Special Deputy Attorney General
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
ROBERT W. VAIL




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of
Health and Welfare,
Plaintiff, Case No. CV DR 0300690D
vs . A F F I D A V I T
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH
SLANE,
Defendants.
I, ROBERT W. VAIL of HOWELL & VAIL, LLP, being first duly
sworn, depose and say:
1. That I am an attorney for Child Support Services,
Department of Health and Welfare, State of Idaho.
2. I certify that the name and address most likely to give
notice to the persons against whom judgment is sought is STEVEN
WAYNE ADAMS, 5921 South Tulip Place, Boise, Idaho 83716 and AMY
BETH SLANE, 602 North 31st Street, Boise, Idaho 83702;
3. That, to my knowledge, the persons against whom judgment




not now nor have· they been during the pendency of this action
members of the armed services, or engaged in the military service
of the United States of America as defined in the Soldiers' and
Sailors' Civil Relief Act;
4. That AMY BETH SLANE, lS the natural mother, and that
Defendant, STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, is the natural father, of ISABELLA
RHEANNON SLANE, born on , as is more fully set out
in the Filiation Affidavit of AMY BETH SLANE, attached to the
Complaint herein as Exhibit "A", and the Notice of Completion and
Filing of Genetic Testing Results filed herein;
5. That birth costs In the amount of $2,886.07 were
reimbursed by Medicaid to the medical providers. That the
Defendant, STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, is responsible for $2,453.16 which
represents his pro rata share of uncovered medical costs pursuant
to the Idaho Child Support Guidelines.
6. That the Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS is capable of
supporting his/her minor child (ren); ISABELLA RHEANNON SLANE. That
pursuant to and based upon the Idaho Child Support Guidelines and
the evidentiary file containing the following information and
records: DOE Wage Data, all of which are taken into consideration
when preparing the Affidavit Verifying Income and Child Support
Worksheet, a reasonable sum for the support and maintenance of said
child(ren) is the sum of $635.00 per month, commencing April 1,
2003 and continuing to be due on the first day of each month




7. The tax dependency exemption(s) and child tax credit(s)
shall be claimed by the father. The child support amount of
$635.00 includes $18.00 in addition to the basic support amount to
compensate the mother for her pro rata share of the tax benefits,
as set forth in the child support worksheet(s) submitted herein.
8. That the State of Idaho, Department of Health and
Welfare, has incurred costs in this matter in the amount of $40.00
for service fees and $177.00 for genetic testing fees, and a
reasonable attorney fee in the amount of $330.00, and, pursuant to
Idaho Code § 56-203C(3), the Order entered herein should require
Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS to reimburse the State of Idaho,
Department of Hea~th and Welfare, for said costs and attorney fees.
DATED: June 2, 2003.
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
To before me on: June 2, 2003.








Special Deputy Attorney General
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
ROBERT W. VAIL








IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of
Health and Welfare,
Plaintiff, Case No. CV DR 0300690D
vs. APPLICATION FOR
DEFAULT AND JUDGMENT
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH
SLANE,
Defendants.
The Plaintiff moves, pursuant to rules 55 (a) (1) and 55 (b) (1)
I.R.C.P., for entry of a Default and Judgment and Order in the
above-entitled action upon grounds that Plaintiff's Complaint was
filed on or about March 27, 2003; that Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS
was served the Summons and Complaint on April 10, 2003; that
Defendant AMY BETH SLANE was served the Summons and Complaint on
April 2, 2003; that the time allowed by law has elapsed and no
answer or other defense has been filed by Defendants; that, to
Plaintiff's knowledge, Defendants are not in the military service
or an infant or incompetent persons; that 5921 South Tulip Place,
Boise, Idaho 83716 notice of judgment, and 602 North 31st Street,
APPLICATION FOR DEFAULT - 1
000032
Boise, Idaho 83702 is the address most likely to give Defendant AMY
BETH SLANE notice of judgment.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays that the Clerk of the Court enter
Default and enter a Judgment as prayed for in its Complaint.
DATED: June 2, 2003.
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
by ROBERT W. VAIL
Attorney for Plaintiff








Special Deputy Attorney General
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
ROBERT W. VAIL




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA








Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF INTENT
TO TAKE DEFAULT
TO: STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, THE ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANT.
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that Plaintiff will apply to the
Court for an order of default in the above matter against
Defendant(s) unless an answer to Plaintiff's Complaint is filed by
said Defendant(s) within ten days from the date of this notice.
DATED: May 21, 2003
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
BY ROBERT W. VAIL
Attorney for Plaintiff
~ICE OF INTENT TO TAKE DEFAULT - 1 000034
..
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~day of May, 2003, I mailed
a true and accurate copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF INTENT TO TAKE
DEFAULT by depositing the same in the United States mail, postage
prepaid, addressed to: STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, 5921 South Tulip Place,
Boise, Idaho 83716.
NOTICE OF INTENT TO TAKE DEFAULT - 2 000035





Special Deputy Attorney General
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
ROBERT W. VAIL




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of
Health and Welfare,
Plaintiff, Case No. CV DR 0300690D
vs. ORDER ALLOWING DEFAULT
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH
SLANE,
Defendants.
IT APPEARING ln the above-entitled cause, from the Affidavit
of ROBERT W. VAIL" attorney for the Plaintiff above-named, that the
Defendants are not persons in the military service of the United
States, as defined by the Act of Congress, approved on October 17,
1940, as amended, and cited as the Soldiers and Sailors Relief Act,
or as defined by any other Act of Congress or of the State
Legislature duly adopted and approved; and that the Defendants are
not infant nor incompetent person;
IT FURTHER APPEARING that the Defendants were duly served with
process as provided by law and as set forth in the Application for
Default and Judgment filed herein in the above-entitled matter,
ORDER ALLOWING DEFAULT - 1
- 000036
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED / ADJUDGED AND DECREED AND THIS DOES
ORDER/ ADJUDGE AND DECREE that Default may be entered herein
against the Defendants named
DATED This J¢ day of
ORDER ALLOWING DEFAULT - 2









Special Deputy Attorney General
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
ROBERT W. VAIL




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of
Health and Welfare,
Plaintiff, Case No. CV DR 0300690D
vs. DEFAULT
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH
SLANE,
Defendants.
IN THIS ACTION the Defendants, STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH
SLANE, having been duly and regularly served with process, and the
time allowed by law for answering having expired, the Default of
said Defendants in the above-entitled action is hereby duly entered
according to law.







Special Deputy Attorney General
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
ROBERT W. VAIL






IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of
Health and Welfare,
Plaintiff, Case No. CV DR 0300690D
vs.





This cause having come before the Court upon the Plaintiff's
Notice of Completion and Filing of Genetic Testing Results and the
application of the State of Idaho, Department of Health and
Welfare, Plaintiff, for a Default and Judgment and Order, and it
appearing from the record that the Complaint was filed on March 27,
2003; that the Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS was served the Summons
and Complaint on April 10, 2003 and that the Defendant AMY BETH
SLANE was served the Summons and Complaint on April 2, 2003; that
no answer or other defense has been filed by the Defendants; and
Default has been entered by the Clerk of the Court,
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF FILIATION
DEFPAT.JUD-2/00 1
000039
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED That:
1. Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS is the natural father of
ISABELLA RHEANNON SLANE, who is entitled to his support.
2. The Bureau of Vital Statistics of the State of Idaho is
ordered to issue a new birth certificate to reflect that STEVEN
WAYNE ADAMS is the father of ISABELLA RHEANNON SLANE, born on
, to AMY BETH SLANE, at Boise, Idaho.
3. Defendant is an able-bodied man capable of supporting said
child(ren), and that Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS shall pay the
amount of $635.00 per month for such support, beginning April 1,
2003, and payable on the first day of each month thereafter until
said child(ren) reach(es) the age of majority, unless the
child (ren) is/are, continuing his/her high school education. In
that case, child support shall continue until the child(ren)
discontinue(s) his/her high school education or reach(es) the age
of nineteen, whichever occurs sooneri
4. The tax dependency exemption(s) and child tax credit(s)
shall be claimed by the father. The child support amount of
$635.00 includes $18.00 in addition to the basic support amount to
compensate the mother for her pro rata share of the tax benefits,
as set forth in the child support worksheet(s) submitted herein.
5. That judgment be entered against Defendant, STEVEN WAYNE
ADAMS, in the amount of $2,453.16, for reimbursement of said
Defendant's share of birth costs paid by the State of Idaho,
Department of Health and Welfare.
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF FILIATION
DEFPAT.JUD-2!OO 2
000040
6. STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH SLANE shall be
responsible for the net work-related child care expenses of the
child (ren) in proportion to their Guideline Income (85% for the
father and 15% for the mother). These child care costs are in
addition to the child support award and should be paid directly
between the parties.
7. That said child support amount and/or arrearages are
pursuant to and based upon the Idaho Child Support Guidelines and
the evidentiary file containing the following information and
records: DOE Wage Data; all of which are taken into consideration
when preparing the Affidavit Verifying Income and Child Support
Worksheet.
8. That during any period when one parent applies for and
obtains medicaid coverage for the child (ren) , the other parent
shall be required to obtain medical insurance on the child(ren) if
available at a reasonable cost. Reasonable cost shall be defined
as any insurance that is available through employment, any group
policy or otherwise available at a reasonable cost. That whenever
the child is not on medicaid, then the health insurance for the
child(ren) shall be provided by whichever parent can obtain
sui table coverage through an employer at the lower cost. The
actual cost paid by either party for health insurance premiums or
for health care expenses for the child(ren) not covered or paid in
full by insuranc~, including, but not limited to orthodontic,
optical, and dental shall be in addition to the child support
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF FILIATION
DEFPAT.JUD-2/00 3
000041
award. That STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS shall be responsible for 85% and
AMY BETH SLANE shall be responsible for 15% of any costs that the
medical insurance does not cover.
NOTICE OF MEDICAL ENFORCEMENT
This order is enforceable by allowing the State of
Idaho, Department of Health & Welfare or other obligee to
enforce medical coverage. That whenever an obligor
parent who has been ordered to provide health insurance
coverage for a dependent child(ren) fails to provide such
coverage or lets it lapse, the Department of Health &
Welfare or other obligee may seek enforcement of the
coverage ord~r as of the effective date of this order
under Chapter 12, Title 32, Idaho Code.
9. Any claimed health care expense for the child or
children, whether or not covered by insurance, which would result
in an out-of-pocket expense of $500 or more to the parent who did
.
not incur or consent to the expense, must be approved in advance,
in writing, by both parties or by prior court order. Relief may be
granted by the Court for failure to comply under extraordinary
circumstance, and the Court may in its discretion apportion the
incurred expense in some percentage other than that in the existing
support order, and in so doing, may consider whether consent was
unreasonably requested or withheld.
10. The parent who obtains insurance for the child (ren)
should be required to provide the other parent with claim forms and
other documents necessary to make claims to the insurance company.
If a parent pays for medical expenses up front which are later
reimbursed by the insurance company to the other parent, the parent
receiving the reimbursement from the insurance company should be
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF FILIATION
DEFPAT.JUD-2/00 4
000042
required to remit the reimbursement to the parent who paid for the
medical expenses up front.
11. This order shall be subject to automatic and immediate
wage withholding under Title 32, Chapter 12, Idaho Code, as set
forth in the following notice:
NOTICE OF AUTOMATIC AND IMMEDIATE INCOME WITHHOLDING
This order is enforceable by automatic and immediate
income withholding as of the effective date of this order
under chapter 12, title 32, Idaho Code. This automatic
and immediate income withholding order will be issued to
your employer or other person who pays your income,
without additional notice to you.
12. That this order include the following notice:
NOTICE OF LIEN
This support order shall be enforced by the filing
of a statewide lien upon all real and personal property
of the obligor if the delinquency in the support
obligation is equal to $2,000 or 90 days of support,
whichever is less.
13. The STATE OF IDAHO, Department of Health and Welfare,
shall be able to attach all federal and state income tax refunds of
Defendant until the full amount owing is paid in full as well as
other statutory collection methods.
14. The obligor and obligee shall provide to the Department
of Health and Welfare written notification within thirty days of
any changes in his/her residential address (and mailing address if
different from the residential address) and telephone number.
15. That De.fendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS shall reimburse the
Bureau of Child Support Services for the cost of the analysis of
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF FILIATION
DEFPAT.JUD-2jOO 5
000043
the genetic samples, along with the costs of the performance of the
genetic testing and mailing in the amount of $177.00.
16. That Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS is further indebted to
the Plaintiff State of Idaho in the amount of $330.00 for attorney
fees incurred in the prosecution of this matter.
17. That Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS is further indebted to
the Plaintiff State of Idaho for Service of Process incurred in
prosecution of this case in the amount of $40.00.
18. All monies due under this judgment shall be paid to
Idaho Child Support Receipting, P.O. Box 70008, Boise, Idaho 83707-
0108. Each payment should be identified with the case number CV DR
0300690D and the names of STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, and AMY BETH SLANE.
19. The attorney for the State of Idaho does withdraw as
attorney of record, pursuant to Rule 11(b) (2) of the Idaho Rules of
Civil Procedure, with said withdrawal becoming effective once the
time for appeal from this judgment or order has expired and there
are no proceedings pending.
DATED this .~ day




. IN''THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF
IDAHO, lN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER RE: CHILD SUPPORT
A: CHILD SUPPORT DUE DATE:·· Child support shall be due on the first day of the month
after the order is filed with the Clerk unless· otherwise ordered in the decree or support order.
B. METHOD OF PAYMENT OF CHILD SUPPORT:
1. Child support shall be sent to the following address unless otherwise ordered in the
decree or support order:
Idaho Child Support Receipting
P.O. Box 70008
Boise, ID 83707-0108
2. Payments will be accepted by personal check, cashier's check or money order, which
shall identify the case number and names of the plaintiff and defendant.
3. Both parties shall promptly notify both the court and Idaho Child Support Receipting,
at the address above, of any change in address.
4. Payments made directly to the custodial parent or to the child, rather than to Idaho
Child Support Receipting, may, in the absence of a court order authorizing direct
payment, be considered a gift if an action is commenced to enforce child support.
C. DURATION OF SUPPORT OBLIGATION: Unless modified by a subsequent order of the
court, the obligation to pay child support shall continue until the youngest child reaches
eighteen (18) years of age. If a child is still attending high school after age eighteen (18), the
support obligation continues until the child completes high school or reaches age nineteen
(19), whichever is earlier.
D. NOTICE OF INCOME WITHHOLDING: Unless otherwise ordered by the court, child
support is enforceable by an automatic and immediate income withholding. This means that
income withholding shall be enforced by a withholding order issued to the obligor's (paying
. party's) employer without additional notice to the obligor..
E. ENFORCEMENT BY CONTEMPT: Willful violation of an order to pay child support is
contempt. Punishment for contempt may include a fine of up to $5,000 for each violation,
jail up to thirty (30) days for each violation, and suspension of certain licenses.







Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908








J. DAVID NAVARRO, Cler~
By J. RANDALL
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
MOTION FOR CONTEMPT
COMES NOW Defendant-Petitioner Amy Beth Slane, by and through her attorney of
record, Thomas B. Dominick of Dominick Law Offices, PLLC, and pursuant to Idaho Code §7-
601 et. seq. and I.R.C.P. 75, hereby moves the Court for its Order finding Defendant-Respondent
Steven Wayne Adams in Contempt of Court for the following violations of the Judgment and
Order of Filiation filed June 11,2003:
MOTION FOR CONTEMPT - 1 000046
COUNT I.
Failure to pay child support in the amount of$635.00 each month as ordered by said
Judgment and Order of Filiation. As of February 1,2010, the Defendant-Respondent Steven
Wayne Adams owed child support to Amy Beth Slane in the amount of $27,894.51. A detailed
Health & Welfare Office Financial Summary is attached to the Affidavit of Amy Beth Slane as
Exhibit 1 and incorporated herein by this reference as though fully set forth herein.
SANCTIONS
Pursuant to Rule 75 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, Defendant-Respondent Steven
Wayne Adams should be sanctioned for contempt of Court for the above-described violations of
the Order. Moreover, Defendant-Petitioner Amy Beth Slane should be awarded her reasonable
attorney fees and costs incurred in the preparation for and the hearing on the Motion for
Contempt under Idaho Code Section 7-610 and Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 75.
SERVICE OR PRIOR KNOWLEDGE
The Defendant-Respondent Steven Wayne Adams was served with a copy of the Order
and/or had actual knowledge of it. Amy Beth Slane had previously discussed the order with
Steven Wayne Adams and Steven Wayne Adams driver's license has been suspended on
occasion due to his failure to comply with this Court's Judgment and Order of Filiation filed
June 11,2003.
PENALITIES
Pursuant to Idaho Code Section 7-610 and Rule 75 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure,
if Defendant-Respondent Steven Wayne Adams is adjudged guilty of any charge of contempt, a
fine may be imposed on him in an amount not exceeding five thousand dollars ($5,000), or he
may be imprisoned for a period not exceeding five (5) days or both; except that if the contempt
to which the Defendant-Respondent Steven Wayne Adams be adjudged guilty be the
disobedience of a judgment or order for the support of minor children, he may be imprisoned for
a period not exceeding thirty (30) days in addition to such fine, as the court may impose.
Additionally, as stated above, the court in its discretion may award attorney fees and costs to the
prevailing party.
MOTION FOR CONTEMPT - 2 000047
..
ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED
Oral argument is requested on this motion.
DATED thiS~day of March, 2010.
H""'~~, DOMINICK
ey for Defendant-Petitioner
MOTION FOR CONTEMPT - 3 000048
Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908
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OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












STATE OF IDAHO ]
}ss:
County ofAda ]
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION
FOR CONTEMPT
I
Amy Beth Slane, having been first duly sworn, does hereby depose and say that:
1. I am the Defendant-Petitioner in the above-entitled matter and make this affidavit upon
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR CONTEMPT - 1 000049
personal knowledge of the facts contained herein;
2. A Judgment and Order of Filiation was entered by this Court on June!!, 2003. Page two,
paragraph three of the Judgment and Order of Filiation filed June 11,2003 reads as follows:
Defendant is an able-bodied man capable of supporting said child(ren), and that
Defendant Steven Wayne Adams shall pay the amount of $635.00 per month for said
support beginning April 1, 2003 and payable on the first day of each month thereafter
until said child(ren) reach(es) the age of majority unless the child(ren) is/are continuing
his/her high school education. In that case, child support shall continue until the
child(ren) discontinue(s) his/her high school education or reach(es) the age of nineteen,
whichever occurs sooner.
3. The parties' minor child, Isabella Rheannon Slane, was born on .
4. Defendant-Petitioner Amy Beth Slane moves the Court for its order finding Defendant-
Respondent Steven Wayne Adams in Contempt of Court for the following violations of the
Judgment and Order of Filiation dated June 11, 2003:
COUNT I.
5. Failure to pay child support as required by the Judgment and Order of Filiation dated
June 11,2003 (see motion).
ARGUMENT AND EVIDENCE IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR CONTEMPT
6. Attached as Exhibit 1 is the printout from the State of Idaho Bureau of Child Support
Services detailing Defendant-Respondent Steven Wayne Adams' history of child support
payments through February 1,2010. As of February 1,2010, Defendant-Respondent Steven
Wayne Adams owed the sum of$27,894.51 in back child support.
7. Defendant-Respondent Steven Wayne Adams was served with a copy ofthe Judgment
and Order of Filiation dated June 11, 2003 and/or had actual knowledge of said Judgment and
Order of Filiation filed June 11,2003, in that we repeatedly discussed the order and he has had
his driver's license suspended for violation of the order.
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR CONTEMPT - 2 000050
8. For the foregoing reasons, the Defendant-Respondent Steven Wayne Adams should be
held in contempt of Court for violating the Judgment and Order of Filiation.
9. Further Your Affiant Sayeth Naught.
VERIFICAnON
Amy Beth Slane states that:
She is the Defendant-Petitioner in the above-entitled action; She has read the within and
foregoing Affidavit in Support ofMotion for Contempt, knows the contents thereof, and the facts
stated therein are true and accurate to the best of her knowledge.
DATED THIS 0 day of March, 2010.
-AM-Y---I~~L~
SUBSCRIBED AND S~qjN TO before me, the undersigned Notary Public in and for
said State and County, on this~ day ofMarch, 2010.
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR CONTEMPT - 3 000051
FeD, 9, 2010 2:02~M C~~:, I a SuP P°rt Servic es
~ I I ~IRI~ U~ IdAHO
Q,.i.\
Department of Health & Welfare
Official Financial SummarY
.' No, 3909 ~,1/8
NCP NAME: ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Case: 188105
CP NAME! SLANE AMY BETH Region l 04
Date Range: 2003 to 2010
Monthl Amt Due Alnt Paid Balance Arnt Due Arnt Paid Balance
Year To ep To Cp Owed to Cp To State To State Owed To state
02/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
03/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Otil03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
05/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
06/03 635.00 0.00 1905.00 0.00 0.00 3000.16
07/03 635.00 0.00 2540.00 0.00 0.00 3000.16
08/03 635,00 250.00 2925.00 0.00 0.00 3000.16
09/03 635.00 718.47 2841,53 0.00 0.00 3000.16
10/03 635.00 0.00 3476.53 0.00 0.00 3000.16
11/03 635,00 0.00 4111.53 0.00 0.00 3000.16
12103 635.00 152.00 4594,53 0.00 0.00 3000.16
Y9arly
Totals 4445.00 1120.47 0.00 0.00
PAGE: 1
000052
FeD. 9. 2010 2:02PM C' 'ld Support Services
:::'IAIt: Ut" l.LlAHO
Department of Health & Welfare
Official Financial Summary
No. 3909 P. 2/8
NCP NAME: ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Case: 188105
CP NAME: SLANE AMY BETH Region: 04
Date Range: 2003 to 2010
Month/ AlIlt Due Amt Paid Balahce Amt Due Amt Paid Balance
Year To Cp To Cp Owed to Cp To State To State Owed To State
01/04 635,00 210.00 5019,53 0.00 0.00 3000.16
02104 635.00 1012,69 46til. 84 0.00 0,00 3000.16
03/04 635,00 917.71 4359.13 0.00 0.00 3000,16
01\/04 l:35.00 342.50 4651.63 0.00 0,00 3000. H
05/04 635.00 856.25 4430.38 0,00 0.00 3000.16
0{;/04 635,00 745.00 4320.38 0.00 227.00 2773.16
07/04 635.00 685.00 4270.38 0.00 0,00 2773.1l:
08/04 635.00 513.75 4391. 63 0,00 0.00 2773,16
o9/oti 635.00 817.00 4209,63 0.00 0.00 2773.16
10/04 635.00 381,75 4462.88 0.00 0,00 2773.16
ll/Oti 635.00 85l:.25 4241. 63 0,00 0.00 2773.16
12/04 635,00 534.28 43ti2.35 0.00 0.00 2773.16
Yearly
Totals 7620.00 7872.18 0.00 227.00
PAGE; 2
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Feb, 9, 2010 2:02PM '" "0 Support Services
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Department of Health &Welfare
Official Financial Summary
No, 3909 P, 3/8
NCP NAME: ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Ca$e; 188105
CP NAME; SLANE AMY BETH Region: 04
Date Range: 2003 to 2010
Month/ Amt Due Amt Paid Balance Amt Due Amt Paid Balance
Year To Cp To Cp Owed to Cp To Stah To State Owed To State
01/05 635.00 528.00 4449.35 0.00 0.00 2773.16
OU05 635.00 528,00 tl55t:.35 0.00 0.00 2713.16
03105 635.00 792.00 4399.35 0.00 0.00 2773.16
04/05 635.00 396.00 ti638.35 0.00 0.00 2773. It:
05/05 635.00 132.00 5141.35 0,00 0.00 2773.16
06/05 635.00 1810.82 3965.53 0.00 0.00 2773.16
07/05 635.00 512.85 4087.68 0.00 0.00 2773. It:
06/05 635.00 854.85 3861.83 0,00 0.00 2773.16
09/05 635.00 675.tl7 3827.36 0.00 0.00 2773.16
10/05 635.00 694.53 37{.7.83 0.00 0.00 2773.16
11/05 635.00 {.85.00 3717.83 0,00 0.00 2773,16
12105 {.35.00 513.75 3839.08 0.00 0.00 2173.16
Yearly
Totals H20.00 8123.27 0.00 0.00
PAGE; 3
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FeD. 9. 2010 2:02PM '" 'ld Support Services
STATE OF IDAHO
Department of Health &Welfare
Official Financial Summary
No. 3909 P, 4/8
NCP NAME: ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Case: 188105
CP NAME: SLANE AMY BETH Region: Oti
Date Range: 2003 to 2010
Honth/ Amt Due Amt Paid Balance Amt Due Amt Paid Balance
Year To Cp To Cp Owed to Cp To State To State Owed To State
Oi/Oli 635.00 139.39 3734.69 0.00 0.00 2773.16
02/06 &35.00 298.66 4071.03 0.00 0.00 2773.1&
03/06 635.00 0.00 4706.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
011/0& 635.00 1432.00 3909.03 0.00 0,00 2173.Ili
05/06 &35.00 100.00 4444.03 0.00 0.00 2773.1&
OU06 635.00 100.00 ti979,03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
07/06 635.00 0.00 561ti.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
08/06 &35.00 0.00 6249.03 0,00 0.00 2773.16
09/0li 635.00 0.00 5884.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
10/06 &35.00 80,00 61139.03 0.00 0.00 2773.1&
11/06 635.00 55.00 7019.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
12/06 635,00 100.00 755ti,03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
Yearly
Totals 7620.00 2905.05 0.00 0.00
PAGE:
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Department of Health & Welfare
Official Financial Summary
No, 3909 P, 5/8
NCP NAME: ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Case: 188105
CP NAME: SLANE AMY BETH Region: 04
Date Range: 2003 to 2010
Month/ Amt Due Arnt Paid Balance Amt Due Amt Paid Balance
Year To ep To Cp Owed to Cp To State To state Owed To Stah
01107 635.00 0,00 8189.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
02/07 635,00 0.00 8824.03 0.00 0.00 2773,16
03/07 635.00 150.00 9309.03 0.00 0,00 2773.16
04/07 635.00 0,00 9944.03 0,00 0.00 2773.16
05/07 635,00 0.00 10579.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
06/07 635.00 200,00 11014.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
07/07 635.00 350.00 11299.03 0.00 0.00 2773,16
08/07 635.00 180.00 11754,03 0.00 0.00 2173.16
09/07 635.00 140,00 12249.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
10/07 635,00 635.00 12249.03 0,00 0.00 2773,16
11/07 635.00 0.00 12884.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
12/07 635.00 0.00 13519.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
Yearly
Totals 7620.00 1655.00 0.00 0.00
PAGE: 5
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Depa~tment of Health & Welfare
Official Financial SummarY
No. 3909 P. 6/8
NCP NAME: ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Case: 188105
CP NAME! SLANE AMV BETH Rogion: 04
Date Range: 2003 to 2010
Month/ Amt Due Amt Paid Balance Alllt Due Amt Paid Balance
Year To Cp To Cp O"'ed to Cp To State To State Owed To State
01/08 635.00 0.00 Itt15tt.03 0.00 0,00 2773.16
02108 635.00 0.00 14789,03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
03/08 635.00 0.00 15424.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
04/08 635.00 0,00 16059.03 0.00 0,00 2773.16
05/08 635.00 182.50 16511.53 0.00 0.00 2773.16
06/08 635,00 0.00 17146.53 0.00 0.00 2773.16
07/08 635.00 100,00 17681. 53 0.00 0.00 2773,16
08/08 635.00 251. 02 16065,51 0,00 0.00 2798.16
09/08 635,00 0.00 18700.51 0.00 0,00 2798.16
10/08 635.00 206,00 19129.51 0.00 0.00 2798,16
11/08 6:55.00 0.00 19764.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
12108 635.00 0.00 20399.51 0.00 0,00 2798.16
YearlY
Totab 7620,00 739.52 0.00 0,00
PAGE: 6
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c~' '0 Support Services
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De~artment of Health & Welfare
Official Finane1al Summary
No. 3909 P, 7/8
NCP NAME: ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Case: 188105
CP NAME: SLANE AMY BETH Region: 04
Date Rangel 2003 to 2010
Month/ Amt Due Amt Paid Balance Amt Due Amt Paid Balance
Year To C~ To Cp Owed to Cp To State To State O"I'!ld To State
01/09 635.00 0.00 21034.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
02109 635.00 100.00 215t;9.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
03/09 635.00 0.00 22204.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
04/09 635.00 0.00 22839.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
05/09 635.00 0,00 2347ti.51 0.00 0.00 2798.1t;
06109 635.00 t;60.00 23449.51 0.00 25.00 2798.16
07109 635.00 0.00 24084.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
08/09 635.00 0.00 24719.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
09/09 635.00 0.00 25354.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
10/09 635.00 635.00 25354.51 0,00 15.00 2808.16
11/09 635.00 0.00 25989.51 0.00 0.00 2808.16
12109 635.00 0.00 26624,51 0.00 0.00 2808.16
Yearly
Totals 7620.00 1395.00 0.00 40.00
PAGE I 7
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FeD, 9, 2010 2:03PM
t •
c ' Support Services
~ I A.I ~ Ut" u)AHO
Department of Health & Welfare
Official Financial Summary
No, 3909 P. 8/8
NCP NAME: ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Case; 188105
CP NAME: SLANE AMY BETH Region: 04
Date Range: 2003 to 2010
Monthl Amt Due Arnt Paid Balance Amt Due AllIt Paid Balance
Year To Cp To Cp Owed to ep To state To State Owed To State
01110 635.00 0.00 27259.51 0.00 0.00 2808.16
02/10 635,00 0.00 27894,51 0.00 0.00 2808.16
Yearly
Totals 1270,00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Totals
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J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk
By OARt.v LAnMORE
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF ARRAIGNMENT
(CONTEMPT)
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned attorney for the Defendant-Petitioner
Amy Beth Slane will bring before the Honorable David C. Epis of the above-entitled Court at the
Ada County Courthouse located at 200 West Front Street, Boise, Idaho Defendant-Respondent,
Steven Wayne Adams's arraignment on Ms. Slane's Motion for Contempt, the 20th day of April,
2010 at 9:00 0' clock a.m. At the arraignment, Steven Wayne Adams will be advised of his
rights and the charges that have been levied against him.
NOTICE OF ARRAIGNMENT (CONTEMPT) - 1 000060
.. ,.
Ms. Slane by and through her counsel of record Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., intends to
cross-examine you, the Defendant-Respondent and your Affiants, and produce testimony at the
Hearing on this matter.
This Hearing concerns a Motion requesting that you be held in contempt. You are hereby
notified that if you are adjudged guilty of contempt, that you may be ordered to pay attorney fees
and lor a fine may be imposed upon you not exceeding $5,000.00, and/or you may be imprisoned
for a period of time not to exceed thirty (30) days, or all three may be imposed, for each count
for which you are convicted.
DATED this~day of March, 2010.
THO~V-IN-IC-K------­
Attorney for Defendant-Petitioner




J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk
By KATHY J. BIEHl,.
DePUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF








Steven Wayne Adams et al.
Defendant(s):
Case Number: CV DR 0300690D
For:








Received by TRI-COUNTY PROCESS SERVING LLC on March 24, 2010 to be served on STEVEN
WAYNE ADAMS.
I, Michael J. Devries, who being duly sworn, depose and say that on Wednesday, March 24, 2010, at
8:05 PM, I:
SERVED the within named person(s) by delivering to and leaving with STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS a true
copy of the Notice of Arraignment (Contempt), Motion For Contempt, Affidavit in Support of Motion
:'fc:)" Contempt . Said service was effected at 1826 S. Pacific Street, Boise, 1083705.
I hereby acknowledge that I am a Process Server in the county in which service was effected. I am over
the age of Eighteen years and not a party to the action.
Our Reference Number: 93438
Client Reference: Thomas B. Dominick
Subscribed and sworn before me today
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE,
NOT GUILTY PLEA, DEMAND




























COMES NOW Defendant-Respondent Stephen W. Adams by and through his
attorney of record James M. Runsvold and pursuant to IRCP Rules 75(f)(3), 75(g), and
75(h), responds to the Motion for Contempt filed against him herein on March 11,2010,
as follows:
1. Defendant-Respondent denies the charge of contempt and pleads "not guilty" to the
charges against him.
2. Defendant-Respondent demands a jury trial herein.
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE, NOT GUILTY PLEA, DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL
AND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES Page-l 000063
• I.. ..
3. Defendant-Respondent asserts the following affirmative defenses:
a. He was unable to comply with the court order at the time of the alleged
violation.
b. He lacks the present ability to comply with the court order.
DATED this 'Zo day of (2.IL
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE, NOT GUILTY PLEA, DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL
AND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES Page-2 000064
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
Attorney at Law ISH #2975
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,






























COMES NOW Defendant-Respondent Stephen W. Adams by and through his
attorney of record James M. Runsvold and, pursuant to IRCP Rules 60(c), moves to
modify the Judgment and Order of Filiation, entered herein June 11,2003, and in support
thereof, complains and alleges as follows:
1. The Court has jurisdiction of the parties, the minor child, and this action.
2. Plaintiff State of Idaho is a body politic whose principal place of business is Ada
County, Idaho.
VERIFIED MOTION TO MODIFY FILlATION ORDER Page-l 000065
3. Defendant Amy Beth Slane (Slane) is a resident ofAda County, Idaho.
4. The minor child, Isabella Rheannon Slane, date of birth J age 7, has
resided principally with Slane since birth.
5. Movant is not aware of any other person who claims or has custody or visitation rights
in or to the minor child.
6. Movant is not aware of any other action or proceeding which could affect the custody
or visitation of the minor child.
7. Movant is aware of the following civil protection order cases, criminal or domestic
battery cases, and/or child protection act cases involving himself, Slane, and/or the minor
child:
None.
8. It is in the best interest of the minor child to be in the sole legal and physical custody
of Movant.
9. Slane is an able-bodied person fully capable of providing support for the benefit of the
minor child, in an amount to be determined in accordance with the Idaho Child Support
Guidelines, the default amount being $635 per month commencing May 1,2010.
10. Movant's current child support obligation should cease effective April 30, 2010.
11. The prorated expenses for the minor child, including without limitation the expenses
for health care, health insurance, and work-related child care should be split between the
parties in accordance with the Idaho Child Support Guidelines, the default split being
50/50, PROVIDED HOWEVER any claimed health care expense for the child (whether
denominated as psychiatric, psychological, special education, addiction treatment, or
counseling in any form, and including regular medical or dental care), whether or not
covered by insurance, which would result in an actual out-of-pocket expense of over
$500 to the parent who did not incur or consent to the expense, must be approved in
advance, in writing, by both parties or by prior court order. Relief may be granted by the
Court for failure to comply under extraordinary circumstances, and the Court may in its
discretion apportion the incurred expense in some percentage other than that in the
existing support order, and in so doing, may consider whether consent was unreasonably
requested or withheld. The parties shall pay their respective shares of health care
VERIFIED MOTION TO MODIFY FIllATION ORDER Page-2 000066
expenses directly between themselves by not later than the end of the next month
following the payor's receipt of the billing therefor.
12. Movant has been required to retain legal counsel to bring this action whose
reasonable fees of at least $1500 should be paid by Slane if she contests this matter,
pursuant to Idaho Code Section 12-121.
WHEREFORE, Movant Stephen W. Adams prays for the following relief:
1. Sole legal and physical custody ofhis daughter, the minor child Isabella Rheannon
Slane, born .
2. Child support and prorated expenses in accordance with the Idaho Child Support
Guidelines, the default amounts being $635 per month and 50/50, effective May 1,2010.
3. Cessation of his child support obligation effective April 30, 2010.
4. Attorney's fees of at least $1500 pursuant to Idaho Code Section 12-121.
5. Such other and further relief as may be granted.
DATED this z-o day of ------'-~______'_....:..._~____'I_L ___::_
DATED this "],0 day of Itfl?/L ,2010. ~A
~U~
STATE OF IDAHO )
)ss
County of Canyon )
I~ f'S" At,kr~1Ja notary public, do hereby certify that ~lQ!s:2J2day of
Nrt.t L ,2010, personally appeared before me Stephen W.~,>who, being
by me first duly sworn, stated that he signed the foregoing document and that the
statements therein contained are true.
"."","
\\ '" AU ••
..\\~~~ ....:......~~~.)VITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official
(t'~~'~~ryear in this certificate frrstabo~:
•• ·... PUBLlC.... .. ~.', ,'" .
'. ~)',;,....... , •• '.....~'V .'
••• ,.,rEllE\~1" .'
•••• ~bRoJ:ptED MOTION TO MODIFY FILIATION ORDER Page-3 000067
• 3 \ ...
Notary Public for Idaho
Residing in~
My commission expires q -1)-- ~(),0
VERIFIED MOTION TO MODIFY FILIATION ORDER Page-4 000068
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
Attorney at Law ISH #2975






IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,






























COMES NOW Defendant-Respondent Stephen W. Adams by and through his
attorney of record James M. Runsvold and, pursuant to IRCP Rules 60(c), moves to
modify the Judgment and Order of Filiation entered herein June 11,2003, to reduce
Defendant's child support obligation and make related changes in the prorations,
dependency assignments, and health insurance obligations, all in accordance with the
Idaho Child Support Guidelines, on the grounds and for the reasons as follows:
I. Movant's income has substantially and materially changed.
MOTION TO MODIFY CHILD SUPPORT ORDERIREQUEST FOR HEARING
Page-I 000069
•
2. Other substantial and material changes of circumstances have occurred such that such
modification is warranted.
Evidentiary hearing hereon, along with oral argument, is requested, at a time
convenient to court and counsel.
DATED this _-=2-~O=-_dayof__+---,-~
MOTION TO MODIFY CHILD SUPPORT ORDERIREQUEST FOR HEARING
Page-2 000070
NO '~::"5""""-;;;;-;;;:------'---' 003 FILEDA.M----' P,M. _
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
Attorney at Law ISB #2975







IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,





























NOTICE: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT HAS MOVED TO MODIFY
THE CHILD SUPPORT AND CUSTODY (FILIATION) ORDERS PREVIOUSLY
ENTERED. THE COURT MAY GRANT THE MODIFICATION REQUESTED BY
MOVANT WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW.
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that in order to defend Movant's motion, an
appropriate written response must be filed with the above designated court within 20 days
after service of this motion and notice on you. If you fail to so respond the court may
enter a modification order as requested in Movant's motion.
20 DAY NOTICE Page-l 000071
If you wish to seek the advice of or representation by an attorney in this matter,
you should do so promptly so that your written response if any, may be filed in time and
other legal rights protected.
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule 10(a)(l) and other
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and shall also include:
1. Title and number of this case.
2. Your response should contain admissions or denials of the separate allegations
of the motion and any defenses you may claim.
3. Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature,
mailing address and telephone number of your attorney.
4. Proof of mailing or delivery ofa copy of your response to Movant's attorney,
as designated above.
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your response, contact the
Clerk of the above-named court.
DATED this ~dayOf_---j/tM/~~_
~SVOld
20 DAY NOTICE Page-2 000072
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
Attorney at Law ISH #2975
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,




























James M. Runsvold, being first and duly sworn on oath, deposes and says:
That he is a resident of the State of Idaho, that he is over the age of eighteen
years, that he is not a party to this action and that on the 20th day of April, 2010, he
served a copy of the following documents in the above captioned case on Amy B. Slane
by hand delivery to her at 200W. Front Street, Boise ID at the hour of 9: 10 a.m. as
follows:
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE Page-l 000073
a. Notice of Appearance, Not Guilty Plea, Demand for Jury Trial, and Affirmative
Defenses
b. Motion to Modify Child Support Order/Request for Hearing
c. 20 Day Notice
d. Verified Motion to Modify Filiation Order
STATE OF IDAHO )
)ss
County of Canyon )
SUbscribe~:&~~t~»;~m to before me this~ay of ,2010.
""~:~\JRAJ 'Ii l't,I',
'N-~~f::>':;••••••:. :"q$;~
~ .'r':,.. e. '\' ~
~(j. -.~, i
:~ i ~OTARY .... '%. 0 I ah~
S : :*E-*. •.• . ---- 7/.1/
\ \.. PUBL\C ./ J My commis . n expires V~// ::r
~ •••• •••• ,~t
~'II.,,~7E"Of\~~,,:$':" CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE~
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I, the undersigned, hereby certify that onth~day of-P"~""'-"''"''''-'---- '
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document waiSettOtl1efOUowing by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE Page-2
Hand Delivered
_Regular Mail
ified Mail-Receipt # _
ax #342-6553
000074
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA








) CASE NO. CV-DR-03-00690
)






NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case has been reassigned to the
Honorable RUSSELL COMSTOCK.
Dated this 21st day of April, 2010.





I hereby certify that on Wednesday, April 21 ,2010, I have delivered a true and



















Mailed_X_ Hand Delivered__ Faxed__
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J. DAVID NAVAKKO •• ':;.
,#_. .; • .-
Clerk of the~g OF II TA' E • '0 :- .




Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908










J. DAVie NAVARRO, CIQrk
·VL.AMI8
tl.I1IYTV
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF SERVICE
THOMAS B. DOMINICK, of Dominick Law Offices, PLLC, Attorney for the
Defendant-Petitioner, hereby certify that the following discovery documents were served on
Counsel for the Defendant-Respondent, on the ~ L day of April, 2010:
Defendant-Petitioner's First Request for Discovery to Defendant-Respondent and
Defendant-Petitioner's First Request for Admissions to Defendant-Respondent.




DATED this ll.-day ofApril, 2010.
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ))..... day of April, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C








NOTICE OF SERVICE - 2 000078
Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908









J. CAVIl;) NAVAHRO, CIQrk
1V.I..AMII
Itllil:l'fi'
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY
COMES NOW the Defendant-Petitioner, Amy Beth Slane and moves to disqualify
presiding Judge Russell A. Comstock. This motion is made pursuant to I.R.C.P. 40(d)(1).
Wherefore, the Defendant-Petitioner moves this Court to disqualify itself, without cause,
pursuant to Rule 40(d)(1).
MOTON TO DISQUALIFY - 1 000079




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the J.l-. day of April, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Honorable Russell A. Comstock Hand Deliver
Ada County Courthouse U.S. Mail ~
200 West Front Street Facsimile
Boise, Idaho 83702 Overnight Mail
Mr. James M. Runsvold Hand Deliver
Attorney at Law U.S. Mail )(-623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C Facsimile
P. O. Box 917 Overnight Mail
Caldwell, Idaho 83606
Thomas~
MOTON TO DISQUALIFY - 2
000080
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
Attorney at Law ISB #2975







J. DAVID NAVARRO, CIe*
By KATHY J. BIEHL
DEPUTY
Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF
DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS




























COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record James
M. Runsvold and serves notice of service of the following documents by the method
indicated below, addressed as shown below, on thel.1 day ofApril, 2010:
INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO
AMY BETH SLANE
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-l 000081
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702









I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the:l.1 day of MI2 IL ,
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick





_c;.ertified Mail-Receipt # _
..,/'fax #342-6553
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-2 000082
< ~'teEIVi"
J. i ti;, '~"! j--( \~~ ),PR t ~ 20\0
.J .~ ..,
I' ~1 \~\,""",,\d~
;;, ",,;.\'\ {""'~,-,' Ada ColliityIfi'Aldl Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908







J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk
By SUSAN SIMMERS
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY
COMES NOW the Defendant-Petitioner, Amy Beth Slane and moves to disqualify
presiding Judge Russell A. Comstock. This motion is made pursuant to I.R.C.P. 40(d)(1).
Wherefore, the Defendant-Petitioner moves this Court to disqualify itself, without cause,
pursuant to Rule 40(d)(l).
MOTON TO DISQUALIFY - 1 000083




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of April, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Honorable Russell A. Comstock Hand Deliver
Ada County Courthouse U.S. Mail ,(
200 West Front Street Facsimile
Boise, Idaho 83702 Overnight Mail
Mr. James M. Runsvold Hand Deliver
Attorney at Law U.S. Mail )(-623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C Facsimile
P. O. Box 917 Overnight Mail
Caldwell, Idaho 83606
Th ~omas . om1ll1C







Attorney at Law ISB #2975





Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA







STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and )
AMY BETH SLANE, )
)
Defendants. )
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF
DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS
)






STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, )
)
Respondent. )
COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record James
M. Runsvold and serves notice of service of the following documents by the method
indicated below, addressed as shown below, on the~ day of April, 2010:
OBJECTIONS TO DEFENDANT-PETITIONER'S DISCOVERY REQUESTS
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-1 000085
" .
Thomas B. Dominick










I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the22..day of ~~ (~ ,
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick





_ C~d Mail-Receipt # _
VFax #342-6553
~---
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-2
000086





IN THE DISTRIC f COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OFA'kll9 0 2010
\J ~ 0
C~\
t\: aQ ~ \\ 1.\\\\\
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MIKE RIDGEWAY, being first duly sworn, deposes and says:
That I am a resident of the State of Idaho. That I am over eighteen years of age and not a
party to this action. That on the 22nd day of April, 2010, at 1:18 o'clock p.m., I served a copy of the
SUBPOENADUCES TECUM in the above-entitled action upon DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE,
REGION IV, by delivering to and leaving with Chris Croner, Assistant to Mary Jo Beig, Deputy Attorney
General, authorized to accept service on behalf of DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE, REGION
IV, at 1720 Westgate Dr., #B, Boise, Idaho.
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE - Page 1 000087








AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE - Page 2 000088
Thomas H. Dominick, Esq., ISH No. 2908









IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM
COMES NOW Defendant-Petitioner Amy Beth Slane (Amy), by and through her
attorney of record, Thomas B. Dominick of Dominick Law Offices, PLLC, and as and for her
answer and counterclaim against Defendant-Respondent Stephen Wayne Adams asserts and
alleges as follows:
ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM - 1 000089
I·
Defendant denies each and every allegation contained in the Motion to Modify not
specifically admitted herein.
II.
In answer to paragraph 1 of the motion, Amy asserts that the Court has jurisdiction of the
parties, the minor child of this action, and this Counterclaim, but asserts that the Court does not
have jurisdiction to entertain the equitable relief being requested by Stephen Wayne Adams
(Stephen), since he is in contempt for failing to pay child support.
III.
In answering paragraphs 2, 3,4,5,6 and 7 of the motion, Amy asserts that other than the
fact that the minor child has resided entirely with Amy since her birth, Amy admits to the
allegations contained therein.
IV.
In answering paragraph 8 of the motion, Amy denies the allegations contained therein.
V.
In answering paragraph 9 ofthe motion, Amy admits that Stephen should pay child
support pursuant to the Idaho child support guidelines.
VI. AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES
As an affirmative defense, this answering Defendant incorporates each and every
provision of the following Counterclaim as though fully set forth herein.
As an affirmative defense, Amy alleges that Defendant is in contempt for failing to pay
child support as ordered by that certain Judgment and Order Filiation filed June 11, 2003 and
that he owed, as of February 1,2010, child support in the amount of $27,894.51. Since Stephen
is in contempt then the court does not have jurisdiction pursuant to relevant Idaho law to grant
equitable relief to him in the form ofthe modification.
As an affirmative defense Amy alleges that no material or substantial changes of
circumstances have occurred to justify this modification.
ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM - 2 000090
Wherefore, Amy prays for Judgment against Stephen as follows:
1. The Court dismiss the motion in its entirety without any relief being granted
therein;
2. That Amy's costs and attorney fees pursuant to relevant Idaho law, be awarded to
Amy, and for such other Orders as are just and proper in the circumstances.
VII. COUNTERCLAIM
Counterclaimant Amy Beth Slane (Amy), as and for her cause of action against Stephen
Wayne Adams (Stephen), complains and alleges as follows:
1. Amy is a resident ofAda County, Idaho.
2. The parties' minor child, Isabella Rheannon Slane (Isabella), born has
resided solely with Amy since her birth.
3. Amy is the natural mother and Stephen is the natural father of the above-named minor
child.
4. This Court has jurisdiction to enter custody orders for the above-named child pursuant to
the Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act, Idaho Code § 32-11-101, et seq.,
because the State of Idaho is the home state of the child. Other than the original action brought
by the State of Idaho, and a contempt proceeding filed in this matter, Amy has not participated as
a party, witness or in any other capacity in any other litigation concerning the above-named child
in this State of Idaho or any other state. Moreover, Amy has no information concerning any
custody proceeding concerning the child pending in a court in the State of Idaho or any other
state and does not know of any other person not a party to these proceedings who has physical
custody of the above-named child or claims to have custody or visitation rights with respect to
the above-named child.
ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM - 3 000091
5. CUSTODY AND VISITATION. It is necessary and proper and in the best interests of
the minor child, Isabella Rheannon Slane, born , that the child's legal and
physical custody be granted to Amy since she has been the sole legal and physical custodian of
Isabella since Isabella was born. Since her birth, Isabella has had intermittent contact with her
father. Stephen had little contact with Isabella in the first 18 months of her life. Stephen's first
girlfriend, Amber, refused to have any relationship with a man who had children. Consequently,
Stephen only saw Isabella three times before she turned six months of age. Between the ages of
six months to five years of age, Stephen's contact with Isabella has been inconsistent. His visits
would be every three to four months, if he showed up at all for his scheduled visit. Many times
Isabella sat and waited for her father, who never arrived. Stephen has lost his driver's license for
failure to pay child support. Stephen has threatened to take Amy to court for the last two years.
When Stephen was served with contempt of court charges in this case, he then filed a motion for
sole custody. This is the first time in seven years that Stephen has asked the court for custody or
visitation. Isabella is in a loving and stable home. She is doing well in school and is quite
happy. Living with her father would be detrimental to the stability that she has; it would take her
away from a good mother, two siblings, friends and family she sees daily and the elementary
school that she loves dearly. It is in the best interests ofIsabella that her mother have sole legal
custody and physical custody as well. Alternatively, any graduated visitation should be pursuant
to a parenting plan or order of the court.
6. CHILD SUPPORT. Child support should remain as previously ordered by the court or
increased in the amount ordered pursuant to the Idaho Child Support Guidelines.
7. UNINSURED MEDICAL AND HEALTH CARE EXPENSES. The remaining
provisions of the Judgment and Order of Filiation dated June 11, 2003 should not be modified.
ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM - 4 000092
Wherefore, Counterclaimant prays for Judgment as follows against counter-defendant as
follows:
1. Amy Beth Slane should continue to have sole legal and physical custody of
Isabella Rheannon Slane, born .
2. The remaining provisions of the Judge and Order of Filiation filed June 11, 2003
should be continued.
3. Amy's costs and attorney fees should be paid by Stephen pursuant to relevant
Idaho law.
4. For any and other further relief as the Court deems just and proper in the
circumstances.
DATED this l\ day of May, 2010.
THO~
ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM - 5 000093
• •
VERIFICATION
I, Amy Beth Slane, being first duly sworn on my oath, depose and state that I have read
the foregoing Answer and Counterclaim, know the contents thereof, and hereby verify that the
facts therein stated are true and accurate to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief.
Dated: MayL, 2010.
STATE OF IDAHO )
}ss:
County of Ada )




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the II day of May, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete co~ersonallY delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C











Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908







l\i FILEDA.M _ _ P.M _
MAY 12 2010
J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk
By LISA MCLINN
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
ORDER TO DISQUALIFY
This matter having come before the Court pursuant to the Motion of Defendant-Petitioner
for an Order Disqualifying the Honorable Russell A. Comstock, Without Cause;
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED and this does order that pursuant to Rule 40(d)(l) of the
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, Magistrate Judge Russell A. Comstock is disqualified without
cause and this matter shall be reassigned to another Judge for further proceedings..




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of MA1 ' 2010, I served the
foregoing document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile
and/or by depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed
to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold Hand Deliver
Attorney at Law U.S. Mail 'Z
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C Facsimile
P. O. Box 917 Overnight Mail
Caldwell, Idaho 83606
Thomas B. Dominick Hand Deliver
'IDominick Law Offices, PLLC U.S. Mail
500 West Bannock Facsimile
-~-'-
Boise, Idaho 83702 Overnight Mail
~
ORDER TO DISQUALIFY - 2
000096
Filed .."dnesday, May 12, 2010 at 11 :33 AM
J. DAVIO NAVARRO, CLERK OF THE COURT
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA









NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case has been reassigned to the
Honorable MICHAEL REARDON.
Dated this 12th day of May, 2010.
J. David Navarro
Clerk the trict Court -
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I hereby certify that on Wednesday, May 12, 2010, I have delivered a true and accurate copy of
the foregoing document to the following parties in the method indicated below:
Robert Vail James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law Attorney at Law
380 S 4th St, Ste 104 P.O. Box 917












Attorney at Law ISB #2975











IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,




























COMES NOW Defendant Steven W. Adams by and through his attorney of
record James M. Runsvold and replies to Plaintiffs Counterclaim as follows:
1. Every allegation of fact therein which is not expressly admitted is DENIED.
2. The allegations of the following paragraphs are ADMITTED: 1,3
3. In answer to the allegations of paragraph 2, it is ADMITTED that the parties'
minor daughter Isabella Rheannon Slane was born .
REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM Page-1 000098
DATED this
4. In answer to the allegation of paragraph 4, it is ADMITTED that the Court has
homestate jurisdiction herein.
WHEREFORE, Defendant prays for the following relief:
1. Dismissal of Plaintiff s counterclaim, with prejudice.
2. Modification of child support and related financial matters and entry of a
custody/visitation order in accordance with Defendant's petition on file herein.
3. Attorney's fees and costs pursuant to Idaho Code Section 12-121.
4. Such other and further relief as may be granted.
/2- day of flu't{ ~~
~~
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on thet'Z..- day of fJ1Jtyf ,
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702















Attorney at Law ISB #2975





Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF
DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS




























COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record James
M. Runsvold and serves notice of service of the following documents by the method
indicated below, addressed as shown below, on the 21 st day of April, 2010:
RESPONDENT'S ANSWERS AND RESPONSES TO DISCOVERY REQUESTS
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-l
000100
Thomas B. Dominick





_Certified Mail-Receipt # _
Fax #342-6553
DATED this ~ I day of -L-~~~___:::".......----:"""_~
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on thJ:/- day of~ ,
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent 0 the followmg by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick





_Certified Mail-Receipt # _
Fax #342-65








IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF Y 24 2010
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA MA









To provide parents infonnation about helping children cope with parents in separate homes, and
pursuant to Rule 16(j) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure,
PLAINTIFF IS ORDERED to attend FOCUS ON CHILDREN on-:r-,.wu...- 2,3 ,6J2.JQ., and
DEFENDANT IS ORDERED to attend on~L ,:t? ,cf)O IcJ The class is held at the ADA
COUNTY COURTHOUSE, 200 W. Front Street Fourth Floor Boise, on WEDNESDAY, beginning
promptly at 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. come 15 minutes early to register. Please do not bring children.
Parties will be required to pass through a security metal detector to gain entrance to the courthouse.
ALL PARTIES SHALL PAY the fee of $35 per person at the door. The class is also open to the
general public for $15 per person. Stepparents, grandparents, and others significant in the children's lives
are encouraged to attend. Fee for family members is $15 per person. Cash, checks and money orders are
accepted. Credit cards are not accepted. Parties (Idaho residents and non-resident appearing parties) living
more than 150 miles from Boise must comply with this Order by attending the class OR providing this Court
proof of their attendance at a similar court-related class OR purchasing and reading the course materials
(mail $35 to Family Court Services, Ada County Courthouse, 200 W. Front St. Ste. 4106 Boise, ill 83702).
(Qar CJi dOlO
Date
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that counsel for the parties shall notify their clients of this Order,
along with the date, time, cost, and location of Focus on Children. Counsel shall notify their clients that
FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THIS ORDER MAY RESULT IN THE IMPOSITION OF SANCTIONS
FOR CONTEMPT OF COURT and may be construed as willful failure to diligently prosecute this action.
~U1L::-==
MagIstrate Judge
Copies of the above order were hand-delivered/mailed as follows:















Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908










AM"]) i 66 A%'----
NAY 27 2010
J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk
By CHRISTINE SWEET
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF SERVICE
THOMAS B. DOMINICK, of Dominick Law Offices, PLLC, Attorney for the
Defendant-Petitioner, hereby certify that the fOll;0discovery documents were served on
Counsel for the Defendant-Respondent, on the day of May, 2010:
Defendant-Petitioner's Response to Interrogatories and Request for Production of
Documents.
NOTICE OF SERVICE - 1
000103




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~day of May, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
P. O. Box 917
Caldwell, Idaho 83606







IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT Qf THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA •.._·_·_._::!10~;.~11~
JUN.-:- 7 201D







CASE NO. CV-DR-2003~1D NAVAr:;F\O, C~~';'·~
, . • 6lM;~E TO'#N
":;; - WtlW
ORDER FOR FAMILY COURT
SER~CESADRSCREENING
Both parties are ordered to participate in an ADR (Alternative Dispute Resolution) Screening
by Family Court Services. Both parties shall contact Famlly Court Services at (208) 287-7600 to
set up their individual appointments within five (5) days after the issuance of this Order. There will
be no fee for the screening. Please do not bring children to your appointment.
If the parties have already reached a Parenting Plan Agreement, prior to the screening date the
parties shall reduce the plan to writing. Each party shall sign the plan and file the plan with the court,
along with a stipulation that the court may enter the plan as a court order. The parties shall notify
Family Court Services at (208) 287-7600 ofthe date the plan is filed with the court.
It is further ordered that both parties shall attend a status conference at the Ada County
Courthouse on Tuesday, July 20, 2010 at 02:00 PM to review any recommendations made by Family
Court Services.
FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH TIDS ORDER MAY RESULT IN THE IMPOSmON OF
SANCTIONS FOR CONTEMPT OF COURT.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
Datedthis I day ofJune, 2010.
MICHAEL REARDON
Magistrate Judge
ORDERFORFAMILYCOURTSERVICESADRSCREENING - PAGE 1
000105
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that on the ---, day ofJune, 2010, I served a true and accurate















2LBy United States mail
_By telefacsimile
_By personal delivery
_By overnight mail/Federal Express
2LBy United States mail
_By telefacsimile
_By personal delivery
_By overnight mail/Federal Express
2LBy United States mail
_By telefacsimile
_By personal delivery
_By overnight mail/Federal Express
J. David Navarro
Clerk of the District Court
Deputy Clerk












FRANCES R. STERN LAW OFFICE
Special Deputy Attorney General




Attorney for State of Idaho
ISB#5080
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA


























STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, )
Respondent. )
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of
Health and Welfare, Child Support Services,
Plaintiff,
Comes now the Idaho Department ofHealth and Welfare, by and through Frances R. Stem,
Special Deputy Attorney General, and moves to quash the Subpoena Duces Tecum served on The
Department of Health and Welfare, Region IV, attached hereto as "Exhibit A", and requests the
entry ofa protective order and an Order to quash the Subpoena Duces Tecum, pursuant to I.R.C.P.
MOTION TO QUASH --Po 1
000107
26(c), on the following grounds:
1. The testimony/information sought is to elicit confidential information protected by
Idaho Code § 16-1626 and I.C.A.R. 32 (g) and (I) and can only be released with the
authorization of the assigned Custodian Magistrate, after a finding has been made
by the Custodian Magistrate that such release would be in the best interests of the
child.
2. The testimony/information sought is confidential and protected by Idaho Code § 16-
1626 and can only be released with the authorization of the assigned Custodian
Magistrate, who has exclusive original jurisdiction pursuant to Idaho Code § 16-
1603, after a finding has been made that such release would be in the best interests
of the child.
3. The Idaho Department of Health and Welfare information was and is accumulated
pursuant to the Department's statutory responsibilities dealing with the protection of
children and is protected by Idaho Code §9-340B(7).
4. The testimony/ information sought is confidential information ofminor children that
are protected by IDAPA 16.05.01.075 and can only be released by court order ofthe
court pursuant to IDAPA 16.05.01.075.02.
5. The requested information is unduly broad and overly vague.
This Motion is based on the file herein and will be submitted with ORAL ARGUMENT in
support thereof, if necessary.
MOTION TO QUASH --Po 2
000108
DATED This ----J/"-lIoJ""--fI\__ day of Jm----, 20 10
...,u""'Y'"I~"' ••.I'-' tern
or State of Idaho
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
-- J/\ \ .. Ad
I HEREBY CERTIFY That on this J0 day of~~_,20Lfl, I served a
true and correct copy ofthe foregoing Motion to:
James M. Runsvold









MOTION TO QUASH --Po 3
000109
•
06/03/2010 08:34 FAX 20843:
" ,
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
Attorney at Law lSB #2975





Attomey for Stephen W. Adams
JAMES M RUNSVOLD 1itJ002
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA







STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and )










STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, )
)
Respondent. )
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
THE STATE OF IDAHO SENDS GREETINGS TO;
Department ofHealth and Welfare, Region N
Office of the Attorney General
1720 Westgate Dr.
Boise ID 83704
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to produce to the undersigned attorney at
623 S. Kimball Ave., Ste. C, Caldwell ID (or mail to P.O. Box 917, Caldwell ID 83606),
any and all files and records regarding Amy Beth Slane, Stephen W. Adams aka Steven
W. Adams, Isabella RJJeanllon Slane, date of birth and Thomas Marshall Wilder,
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM Page-l
000110
06/03/2010 08:54 FAX 20845
~ '1 I ..
o JAMBS MRUNSVOLD I4l 003
and any and all children of any of them, including without limitation all child protective
act referrals. investigations, and dispositions, and applications for beneii.ts.
YOU ARE FURTHER NOTIFIED that if you fail to produce such records, you
may be held in contempt of COllrt and the aggrieved party may recover from you the sum
ou] 00.00 and all damage which they sustain by your taih.lre to do so.
DATEDthiS~ J dayof-----.tV'~~
.~~





A.M. FiffJ. \'oJ I
Frances R. Stem
FRANCES R. STERN LAW OFFICE
Special Deputy Attorney General




Attorney for State of Idaho
ISB#5080
JUN 242018
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA




























STATE OF IDAHO, Department of
Health and Welfare,




Upon reading the Motion to Quash Subpoena Duces Tecum, and good cause appearing
therefor: IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:









I HEREBY CERTIFY That on this ~L.4+- day of-=3';..,;,\)IL:"''-''-f..llo..- , 20J.b.., a true and
correct copy of the foregoing was served upon:
FRANCES R. STERN
Special Deputy Attorney










Clerk of the Court
~~'to-~










STATUS REPORT - FOCUS ON CHILDREN
Slane
PLAINTIFF: __S_te_v_e_n_W_, A_da_m_s _
DEFENDANT: Amy Beth---------------
REPORT DATE: __06_/2_3_/1_0 _
CASE NO. CVDR03-00690
JUDGE: _..:...R.:.;:;e..:::.ar:..::d~o:..:.n _
SUBMITTED BY: Family Court Services, 287-7600
DATE
C,-,p,-/O
An order was issued for parties to attend Family Court Services, Focus on Children Class, As a result of that order:
A PLAINTIFF ATTENDED
[] DEFENDANT ATTENDED _
Reported by the parent in attendance:
[ ] ALL ISSUES about our child/ren ARE SETTLED including:
-the days and times our child/ren will be with father and with mother
-how our child/ren will spend holidays and vacations
-which parent will make decisions about our child/ren's education & heath care
[ ] We are NOT IN AGREEMENT on all the above issues for our child/ren
[ ] Important issues we have not settled yet are: _
[ ] We have a child age 3 years or younger (ages especially vulnerable to conflict)
.bob I would like to try MEDIATION
[ ] I am afraid to mediate about our child/ren in the same room with the other parent
[ ] I would like a custody evaluation









PLAINTIFF RESET TO per _
DEFENDANT RESET TO per _
PLAINTIFF complied by mail as he/she [ ] lives: [ ] is an INMATE
DEFENDANT complied by mail as he/she [ ] lives: [ ] is an INMATE
PLAINTIFF FAILED TO APPEAR and is REFERRED TO COURT for further action
DEFENDANT FAILED TO APPEAR and is REFERRED TO COURT for further action
Parties currently have or have had a petition for a protection order: -- _
To the best of my knowledge, the information contained within this box is true and correct.
mily Court Services Specialist
423--0
Date
Subscribed and sworn before me this __day of ->, 20_.
Notary Public _





Date: !IlL 0 1 2010
J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk
A. GARDE!\By ===-=- _
DEPUTY
STATUS REPORT - FOCUS ON CHILDREN
PLAINTIFF: __S_te_v_e_n_W_. A_d_a_m_s _ CASE NO. CVDR03-00690
DEFENDANT: __A_m_y_B_e_th s_la_ne _ JUDGE: __...:..R.:,:e::;:a;..::rd:..:o.:..:,n _
REPORT DATE: __0_6/_30_/1_0 _ SUBMITTED BY: Family Court Services, 287-7600
An order was issued for parties to attend Family Court Services, Focus on Children Class. As a result of that order:
SIGNATURE
I would like to try MEDIATION
I am afraid to mediate about our child/ren in the same room with the other parent








/DEFENDANT ATTENDED to --"30 -10
Reported by the parent in attendance:
[ ] ALL ISSUES about our child/ren ARE SETTLED including:
-the days and ~imes our child/ren will be with father and with mother
-how our child/ren will spend holidays and vacations
-which parent will make decisions about our child/ren's education & heath care
We are NOT IN AGREEMENT on all the above issues for our child/ren
Important issues we have not settled y.et are: _h~:L"'~Cl..=.s,.--!\L..!~~fAil..:loJ\~e...~_L....,-. _
We have a child age 3 years or younger (ages especially vulnerable to conflict)









PLAINTIFF RESET TO per _
DEFENDANT RESET TO per _
.PLAlN1JFF complied by mail as he/she [ ] Iives: [ ] is an INMATE
DEFENDANT complied by mail as he/she [ ] lives: [ ] is an INMATE
PLAINTIFF FAILED TO APPEAR and is REFERRED TO COURT for further action
DEFENDANT FAILED TO APPEAR and is REFERRED TO COURT for further action
Parties currently have or have had a petition for a protection order: _
To the best of my knowledge, the information contained within this box is true and correct.
ily Court Services ~cialist
(rr3c-/,.
Date
Subscribed and sworn before me this__day of -->, 20_.
Notary Public _




AMll ;~KJ PM. _
'--J-/f\S
( J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk




PLAINTIFF: Slephfn MoV"Js: CASE NO: C!v 1J1( OJ -. O()(o20
DEFENDANT: AV"lI..( f19'10 DV FILED: _. (
REPORT DATE: _~=-'.L-1'-"2'0'-4-/+->./I\-'-- JUDGE: ~.,
[ q'PLAINTIFF attended ADR SCREENING on _---'01.o<.......j!:--'2---::;'J-+L-I-I.......o"'-- _
[ ] PLAINTIFF:
[ ] scheduled [ ] rescheduled to attend ADR SCREENING on _
[ ] failed to contact Family Court Services to schedule appointment.
[ ] failed to appear to scheduled appointment.
[ ]-----------------------
[ vf'DEFENDANT attended ADR SCREENING on ---=0=--...t-/_·2J~-/.(~~~DL.-------­
[ ] DEFENDANT:
[ ] scheduled [ ] rescheduled to attend ADR SCREENING on _
[ ] failed to contact Family Court Services to schedule appointment.
[ ] failed to appear to scheduled appointment.r ] _
REPORTED BY: Date
_~~t.L~V\-'-"L.=_ _, 20 10 .
000117
.... ~ \ \1 ~
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Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,




AND RELEASE OF DOCUMENTS
NOTICE OF HEARING





























COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record James
M. Runsvold and moves the Court to examine, in camera, certain Idaho Department of
Health and Welfare records as specified hereinbelow and to release the same to him for
use in this case as deemed proper by the Court, and in support thereof states as follows:
1. Documents to be examined/released:
VERIFIED MOTION FOR IN CAMERA EXAMINAnON AND RLEASE OF
DOCUMENTS/NOTICE OF HEARING Page-1 000118
Any and all Idaho Department of Health and Welfare files and
records regarding Amy Beth Slane, Stephen W. Adams aka
Steven W. Adams, Isabella Rheannon Slane, date of birth
and Thomas Marshall Wilder, and any and all children of any of
them including Ms. Slane's other children, Ryan, Chloe, and
Marian, including without limitation all child protective act
referrals, investigations, and dispositions, and applications for
benefits.
2. These records are believed to be relevant herein for the following reasons:
a. This is a child custody/visitation case wherein the placement ofIsabella
Rheannon Slane is at issue.
b. Isabella's parents are Amy Beth Slane and Stephen W. Adams who are parties
herein.
c. Ms. Slane has two(2) other minor children who she states in discovery
responses live with her, Ryan, age 12, and Chloe, age 4; and also states that she has a
child, Marian Wilder, date of birth , with one Thomas Wilder.
d. Thomas Marshall Wilder is known to associate with Ms. Slane and to stay with
her at her home on occasion, with Isabella and the other children.
3. Movant wishes the Court to have all relevant evidence before it when it decides the
child custody/visitation issues herein, in the best interest of the minor child. Idaho Code
Section 32-717.
4. The Court has quashed Movant's subpoena for these records, by order entered June 24,
2010.
FURTHER, that the Court enter such order(s) as is required to cause the
Department to deliver the files to the Court for in camera review.
The above and foregoing matter shall be heard on the 19th day of July, 2010 at the
Ada County Courthouse, 200 W. Front Street. Boise ID at the hour of 9:00 a.m. or as
soon thereafter as the matter may be heard.
VERIFIED MOTION FOR IN CAMERA EXAMINATION AND RLEASE OF
DOCUMENTS/NOTICE OF HEARING Page-2 000119
DATED this _Q-:!- day of
DATED this J). daYOfJ~
VERIFICATION
STATE OF IDAHO )
)ss
County of Canyon )
I, 1'Al'if'sM. ~.u~ k/, a notary public, do hereby certify that on this~ day of
~~ ,2010, personally appeared before me Stephen W. Adams, who, being
by me st duly sworn, stated that he signed the foregomg document and that the
statements therein contained are true.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official
seal the day and year in this certificate first above written.
~=::::::=--
Residing in~
My commission expires 7--(.i- 2C/~
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the "2.. day of .:r:* '
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent 0 the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick





_Certified Mail-Receipt # _
.-0ax #342-6553
VERIFIED MOTION FOR IN CAMERA EXAMINATION AND RLEASE OF
DOCUMENTSINOTICE OF HEARING Page-3 000120
Frances R. Stern
Frances R. Stern Law Office
737 N. 7th St.
Boise ID 83702
Mary Jo Beig







VERIFIED MOTION FOR IN CAMERA EXAMINATION AND RLEASE OF
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
THE STATE OF IDAHO, Department of )






STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and )











STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, )
)
Respondent. )
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
MOTION IN OPPOSITION TO IN
CAMERA EXAMINATION AND
RELEASE OF DOCUMENTS OR
IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION
FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER
Comes now the Idaho Department of Health and Welfare, by and through Mary Jo Beig,
Deputy Attorney General, and opposes the Motion for In Camera Examination and Release of
MOTION IN OPPOSITION TO IN CAMERA EXAMINATION AND RELEASE OF DOCUMENTS- 1
H:\DAGs\MISC\ADAMS, STEVEN\Adams.Motion in Opposition.doc
000122
"
Documents and requests the entry of a protective order, pursuant to I.R.C.P. 26(c), on the
grounds that Respondent's action is unreasonable and oppressive for the following reasons:
1. The Court herein already issued an Order to Quash Respondent's Subpoena Duces
Tecum, requesting the same documents, on June 24,2010.
2. The documents are confidential information protected by Idaho Code § 16-1626 and
I.C.A.R. 32 (g) and (i) and can only be released with the authorization of the assigned
Custodian Magistrate, who has exclusive original jurisdiction pursuant to Idaho Code
§16-1603, after a finding has been made by the Custodian Magistrate that such
release would be in the best interests of each of the children.
3. The Idaho Department of Health and Welfare information was and is accumulated
pursuant to the Department's statutory responsibilities dealing with the protection of
children and is protected by Idaho Code § 9-340B(7).
4. The documentation sought is confidential information of minor children, referents
and / or collateral contacts that is protected by IDAPA 16.05.01.075 and can only be
released by court order pursuant to IDAPA 16.05.01.075.02.
5. The Idaho Department of Health and Welfare was not given 30 days to comply as
required by I.R.C.P. 45(b), the Department having been served on July 2, 2010 for a
hearing scheduled for July 19,2010.
6. The Subpoena Duces Tecum requests "any and all" Department files and is without
sufficient specificity to enable the Idaho Department of Health and Welfare to
comply.
MOTION IN OPPOSITION TO IN CAMERA EXAMINATION AND RELEASE OF DOCUMENTS- 2
H:\DAGs\MISC\ADAMS, STEVEN\Adams.Motion in Opposition.doc
000123
This Motion is based on the file herein and will be submitted with ORAL ARGUMENT
in support thereof.




MOTION IN OPPOSITION TO IN CAMERA EXAMINATION AND RELEASE OF DOCUMENTS- 3
H:\DAGs\MISC\ADAMS, STEVEN\Adams.Motion in Opposition.doc
000124
;. .. '., jO
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certify that on Ir- day of July, 2010, a copy of the above Motion in Opposition to
In Camera Examination and Release of Documents or in the alternative Motion for Protective
Order was mailed, postage prepaid, hand delivered or faxed to the following persons:
__PERSONALLY DELIVERED
X MAILED POSTAGE PREPAID
__INTERDEPARTMENTAL MAIL
X VIA FACSIMILE 208.336.6532
__PERSONALLY DELIVERED
X MAILED POSTAGE PREPAID
__INTERDEPARTMENTAL MAIL
X VIA FACSIMILE 208.459.0288
__PERSONALLY DELIVERED
X MAILED POSTAGE PREPAID
__INTERDEPARTMENTAL MAIL
X VIA FACSIMILE 208.342.6553
FRANCES R. STERN
SPECIAL DEPUTY ATTORNEY













MOTION IN OPPOSITION TO IN CAMERA EXAMINATION AND RELEASE OF DOCUMENTS- 4
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J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk
By JUDY SULLIVAN
DEPUTY
Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,

































COMES NOW Defendant/Respondent Stephen W. Adams by and through his
attorney of record James M. Runsvold and responds to the Idaho Department of Health
and Welfare's Motion in Opposition to In Camera Examination and Release of
Documents Or In the Alternative, Motion for Protective Order, as follows:
1. It is in the best interest of the minor child, Isabella Slane, for the custody/visitation
issues pending before this Court to be decided based upon all relevant evidence,
including any which might be included in CPA or other Department records. Anything
ADAMS' RESPONSE TO DEPARTMENT'S MOTION IN OPPOSITION Page-1 000126
else would be inconsistent with the mandate ofIdaho Code Section 32-717(1)("The court
shall consider all relevant factors ....")
2. The Department has not identified the records sought to be protected or the children
and other persons implicated in those records and therefore the Court has no way to
properly evaluate the Department's objection to in camera examination.
3. Defendant/Respondent Stephen Adams is the natural father of Isabella Slane and has
been exercising custodial visitation of her. (No custody order has yet been entered.) Mr.
Adams is therefore a person "having full or partial custody" of her, and is entitled to see
CPA records involving her. Idaho Code Section 16-1626.
4. Mr. Adams is without legal recourse to oppose the Department's fiat and is therefore
denied due process where the Department has not identified the records it seeks to
protect, the persons including children imp~icated therein, or the "assigned Custodian
Magistrate" handling the case(s).
5. The court has the discretion to withhold and/or redact portions of the records to be
produced to protect the confidentiality of referents and collateral contacts, and/or to enter
an appropriate protective order restricting use and disclosure of the records.
6. The Subpoena Duces Tecum for these records was served on the Department on April
22,2010, at 1:13 p.m. Affidavit of Service, April 30, 2010. This provided the Department
more than 30 days to comply, contrary to its assertion.
7. The subpoena was quashed on the motion ofFrances R. Stem, representing the
Department. Mr. Adams was not given an opportunity to be heard in opposition to that
motion.
8. The Department has not specified the terms of the protective order to be entered on its
alternative motion.
9. The Department's reliance on Idaho Code Section 16-1626 and ICAR 32(g) and (i) is
misplaced where judicial records have not been requested, but rather Department records.
10. The Department's reliance on the Public Records Law, Idaho Code Section 9-337 et
seq., Section 9-340B(7), is misplaced where Mr. Adams has not made a public records
request under the statute. However, the Department has also not designated the non-
exempt portion of the requested records, contrary to Idaho Code Section 9-341; or
ADAMS' RESPONSE TO DEPARTMENT'S MOTION IN OPPOSITION Page-2 000127
allowed access to records concerning Mr. Smith himself, contrary to Idaho Code Section
9-342.
11. The Department misconstrues IDAPA 16.05.01.075 (Exhibit A hereto) and
subsection .02 thereof, since those rules provide that "the Department will provide such
information as would be disclosed with a public records request, without an order from
the Court"; and "[a]1ternatively, the Department may submit the record with a request for
a review solely by the judge or hearing officer, and an order appropriately limiting its use
by the parties." Id.
DATED this £ day of__----==------iL.-__-=--=7r"i~~~-
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the6y of .:r:.·k '
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to tilt:ollOWing by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick




Frances R. Stem Law Office
737 N. i h St.
Boise ID 83702
Mary Jo Beig













zt::rtified Mail-Receipt # _
ax # 334-6738
ADAMS' RESPONSE TO DEPARTMENT'S MOTION IN OPPOSITION Page-3 000128
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IDAHO ADMINISTRATIVE CODE
Department of Health and Welfare
IDAPA 16.05.01· Use and
Disclosure of Department Records
GENERAL CONSENT AND DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS
(Sections 050 Through 199)
050. CONSENT TO GATHER, USE AND DISCLOSE INFORMATION.
When individuals, legal representatives or informal representatives sign an application, they consent for the
Department to gather, use and disclose information as needed for an individual to receive Department benefits or
services. If none of these individuals provides a consent on an application, service may be denied. An informal
representative may only consent to the disclosure of confidential information when permitted by these rules.
(3-20-04)
051. AUTHORIZATION FOR THE USE AND DISCLOSURE OF CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION.
An authorization for the use and disclosure of confidential information must be in writing, and identify the individual
who is the subject of the record. (4-2-08)
01. Content of Authorization. An authorization must be dated and signed by the individual or legal
representative, and: (3-20-04)
a. Identify the specific information involved; (3-20-04)
b. State the duration of the authorization, defined by a specific date or the description of an event;
(3-20-04)
c. Identify the recipient of the information; and (4-2-08)
d.
similar wording.
State the purpose for the authorization, or state that it is, "At the request of the individual," or
(4-2-08)
02. Defective Authorization. An authorization must not be acted upon if the authorization has expired
or has been revoked, or if any essential information is omitted or is false. (3-20-04)
03. Authorization for the Use and Disclosure of Health Information. An authorization for the use
and disclosure ofhealth information must contain the content listed in Subsection 051.01 and the statements required
by 45 CFR 164.508(c)(2). (4-2-08)
04. Psychotherapy Notes. Psychotherapy notes that are separate from the rest ofan individual's record
may not be used or disclosed without an authorization except to the originator of the notes for treatment or to defend
the Department in a legal action brought by the individual. (3-20-04)
05. Revocation of an Authorization. An individual or legal representative may revoke an
authorization at any time by submitting a written request at any Department office. (3-20-04)
06. Effect on Benefits and Services. An individual's refusal to provide an authorization does not
affect the receipt of benefits or services the individual would otherwise receive. (3-20-04)
07. Copy of Authorization. The Department will provide a copy of the signed authorization to the
individual or legal representative. (3-20-04)
052.··074. (RESERVED).
075. USE AND DISCLOSURE OF CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION.
Without a consent or an authorization, no one may use or disclose health or other confidential information except as
provided in Section 100 of this chapter. With a consent or an authorization, confidential information will be used or
disclosed only on a need-to-know basis and to the extent minimally necessary for the conduct of the Department's
business and the provision of benefits or services, subject to law and the exceptions listed in these rules. Recipients of
information must protect against unauthorized disclosure or use of the information for purposes that are not specified
in a consent or an authorization. Access to an individual's own records is governed by Section 125 of this chapter.
Page 7 lAC 2010
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IDAHO ADMINISTRATIVE CODE
Department of Health and Welfare
IDAPA 16.05.01 - Use and
Disclosure of Department Records
Specific consent and disclosure requirements are identified in Sections 200 through 283 of these rules. (3-20-04)
01. Identity. Any individual who requests to review, copy, restrict or amend confidential information,
or to sign an authorization, must provide verification of identity, and where appropriate, present proof that the
individual is a legal representative of the subject of the record. Except for verifications or requests for certified copies
of vital records, requests submitted by mail must be notarized if necessary to identifY the individual's signature.
(3-20-04)
02. Order of Court or Hearing Officer. If information is subpoenaed in a civil, criminal or
administrative action, the Department will provide such information as would be disclosed with a public records
request, without an order from the court or hearing officer. Alternatively, the Department may submit the record with
a request for a review solely by the judge or hearing officer, and an order appropriately limiting its use by the parties.
If Department staff have reason to believe that release of a record through a public records request may be detrimental
to any individual, the Department may seek a protective order. (3-20-04)
03. Referent. Unless the individual is a witness in litigation, identifYing information must not be
disclosed about an individual who reported concerns relating to any Department responsibility, including: (4-2-08)
a. Fraud; (3-20-04)
b. Abuse, neglect or abandonment of a child; (3-20-04)
c. Abuse, neglect or abandonment of a vulnerable adult; (4-2-08)
d. Concerns about the mental health of another; and (4-2-08)
e. Certified family homes, unless the complainant consents to disclosure in writing or disclosure is
required in any administrative or judicial proceeding, in compliance with Section 9-340B(16), Idaho Code. (4-2-08)
04. Collateral Contact. IdentifYing information must not be disclosed about individuals who are not
the subject ofthe record and who provide information to the Department in the ordinary course of business.
(3-20-04)
05. Alternative Communication. The Department, contractors and providers must comply with an
individual's request that confidential information be communicated by alternative means of delivery unless it is
administratively difficult to do so or the request is unreasonable. If approved, all information from a Department
program will use the same alternative means of delivery after the request is received and recorded. (3-20-04)
06. Restriction on Disclosure of Health Information. (3-20-04)
a. An individual may request in writing that use or disclosure of health information be restricted. The






Necessary for the safety of the individual or others;
Necessary for the provision of services, benefits or payment; or





b. The uses and disclosures of confidential information are subject to a restriction after it is received
and recorded by the Department. Department employees, contractors, and the individual may request the Department
to terminate the restriction. The Department will notify the individual of its response to a request to terminate a
restriction. (3-20-04)
07. Discovery. Records will be provided only in response to valid discovery in any federal or state
Page 8 lAC 2010
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JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
Attorney at Law ISB #2975





Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
































The Court being fully informed in the premises, the parties appearing herein on
July 19,2010, on the cross motions of Defendant Stephen Adams and the Idaho
Department of Health and Welfare regarding production of certain records of the
Department, and good cause appearing therefor hereby ORDERS as follows:
1. Defendant Adams' motion is DENIED.
2. The Department's motion is GRANTEI?1l • 0 n ~ • I
, ~- c;..r"l- (.y~to.-- -'L)C/~,
3. The Department shall however disclosw.0 Defendant Adams the following regarding
any Child Protective Act proceeding involving Defendant Amy Beth Slane, Defendant
ORDER RE: PRODUCTION OF IDHW RECORDS Page-l 000131
.. ( , ill
Stephen W. Adams aka Steven W. Adams, Isabella Rheannon Slane, Thomas Marshall
Wilder, and any and all children of any of them including Ms. Slane's other children,
Ryan, Choc, and Marian:
a. The identity of the assigned custodian judge, as that term is used in reference to
Idaho Code Section 16-1626 and ICAR Rules 32(g) and (i).
b. The case number.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
DATED this 2. &:> wm:o.
cli e . e ,aglstrate Judge
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the~ °day of j,,,.J) ,





Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702
Attorney for Amy B. Slane
Frances R. Stem
Frances R. Stem Law Office






















_Certified Mail-Receipt # _
Fax # 334-6738
f I .I. DAVID NAVARRO
'-LA-~~l.1
ORDER RE: PRODUCTION OF IDHW RECORDS Page-2 000132
Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908
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JUl C\eMJAV1D NAVARRO, Clerk
AdaCounW aY~BIEHL
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF HEARING RE:
DEFENDANT-PETITIONER'S MOTION
FOR CONTEMPT
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT the Defendant-Petitioner's Motion for Contempt will
be called for Hearing before the Honorable Michael Reardon, in the above-entitled Court at the
Ada County Courthouse, on January 5, 2011, at 9:00 o'clock a.m., or as soon thereafter as
counsel may be heard.
NOTICE OF HEARING RE: DEFENDANT-PETITIONER'S MOTION FOR CONTEMPT - 1 000133
DATED this L2.-day of July, 2010.
Attorney for Defendant-Petitioner
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the L-4ay of July, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA









This matter came before the Court in chambers as a scheduling conference on July
20, 2010 with both parties appearing either pro se or through their respective counsel.
ACCORDINGLY, THE FOLLOWING SCHEDULING ORDER IS ORDERED
AS FOLLOWS:
1) DESIGNATED TRIAL COUNSEL:
Plaintiff: Frances R Stem
Defendant: James M Runsvold
Defendant: Thomas Dominick
Each party to the action shall be represented at all pre-trial hearing by the attorney
or party who is to conduct the trial or by co-counsel with full knowledge of the case and
with authority to bind the party by stipulation. If any attorney has not been given such
authority to bind the party by stipulation, the party shall be present or available at the pre-
trial conference.
2) TRIAL DATE: The trial of this action shall commence before this Court on
January 5,2011 at 9:00 o'clock a.m.
3) PRE-TRIAL CONFERENCE: Counsel for the parties shall appear before
this Court in chambers on December 20, 2010 at 1:30 p.m. for a final pre-trial
conference. Counsel shall be prepared to discuss settlement possibilities, and all items set




4) MOTIONS: All motions, including Motions in Limine and Motions to
Compel Discovery, shall be scheduled for hearing no later than 7 days before the Pre-
trial conference.
5) DISCOVERY CUT-OFF: All written discovery, including supplemental
answers, shall be completed no later than 21 days before the Pre-Trial Conference. All
discovery requests shall be sent with sufficient time to allow timely response by the cutoff
date. Each party shall furnish opposing counsel with names and addresses of all
witnesses, the nature of their testimony, experts' reports, and like instruments, and
complete all other matters that may expedite both the pre-trial and the trial of this case.
6) SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE: If, at any time after the discovery cut-off
date, the parties wish to have status/settlement conference in this Court's chambers to
review settlement and case progress, you may call the clerk for a date. All parties and
counsel will be individually present at said conference.
7) DEPOSITIONS: All Depositions shall be completed by no later than 14
days before the Pre-Trial Conference.
8) DISCLOSURE OF EXPERTS: All Plaintiffs' and Defendants' experts, if
requested, will be disclosed by no later than 45 days before the Pre-Trial Conference.
9) ATTORNEYS CONFERENCE: Counsel for Plaintiff shall convene an
attorneys conference within the 14 days prior to final pre-trial conference for the purposes
of exchange and marking of all exhibits, exchange of all witness lists, the noting of any
foundational objections to exhibits or witnesses, stipulate to uncontested facts, explore all
settlement possibilities, and prepare a pre-trial stipulation pursuant to Rule (16(e)
I.R.C.P., which stipulation will be presented to this Court at the final pre-trial conference.
As part of this stipulation, the parties will set out agreed upon property division of
property over $150.00.
10) EXHIBITS: Plaintiffs exhibits shall be marked with numbers, Defendant's
exhibits shall be marked with letters. In cases where the total number of documentary
exhibits exceeds twenty-five (25), each page will be Bates numbered. No later than three
days before the date of trial, each side will provide to the court a scanned, numbered,
copy of the exhibits, in a format compatible with Adobe Acrobat, on CD-ROM.
11) PRE-TRIAL MEMORANDA: Parties shall submit to the Court, no later
than 5 days before the final pre-trial conference, a Pre-trial memorandum which will
include the following:
a) Elements ofPlaintiffs case (Plaintiff);





d) Contested issues of law;
e) Agreed or stipulated facts; and
f) Memorandum ofPoints and Authorities on issues of law.
12) FINDINGS OF FACT & CONCLUSIONS OF LAW: Within 14 days
after the conclusion of evidence, each party shall submit to the Court only, proposed
findings of fact and conclusions of law.
13) PROPERTY/SUPPORT DATA: In Divorce cases:
a) If child support is at issue, both parties will complete a Financial Affidavit and
return it to the opposing party and the Court by the date of written discovery
cutoffor 2 days prior to any contested hearing involving child support:
b) If property division is at issue, both parties will complete a Property
Declaration form for property in excess of $150.00, and return it to the
opposing party and the Court by the written discovery cutoff date.
14) SANCTIONS: Failure to comply with this Order shall subject a party or its
attorney to appropriate sanctions, including but not limited to, costs and reasonable
attorney fees, the dismissal with prejudice of Plaintiffs claim, or the striking of a
Defendant's defenses. A party may be excused from strict compliance with any
provisions of this Order only upon motion showing extraordinary circumstances.
15) CONTINUANCES: If all parties request a continuance of the trial date, this
Court will only consider a Motion to Continue if the Motion is signed by all parties
personally and their counsel.







I hereby certify that on Friday, July 30,2010, I mailed (served) a true and correct
copy of the within instrument to:
FRANCES R STERN
ATTORNEY AT LAW











X- By United States mail
_ By telefacsimile
_ By personal delivery
_ By overnight mail/Federal Express
X- By United States mail
_ By telefacsimile
_ By personal delivery
_ By overnight mail/Federal Express
X By United States mail
By telefacsimile
By personal delivery
By overnight mail/Federal Express
J. DAVID NAVARRO





Thomas H. Dominick, Esq., ISH No. 2908
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Case No. CV DR 0300690D
ORDER
The Family Court Services ADR recommendations having been submitted to the court
and good cause appearing therefore;
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED and This Does Order that each party shall, at their own
expense, obtain a hair follicle drug test at Weinhoff Drug Testing no later than 5:00 p.m. on
August 2,2010. A copy of the drug test results shall be submitted directly to the court.
ORDER-l 000139
DATED this ]Qday of July, 2010.
HO E MICHAEL REARDON
Magistrate Judge
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the '] () day of July, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold Hand Deliver
Attorney at Law U.S. Mail ~
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C Facsimile
P. O. Box 917 Overnight Mail
Caldwell, Idaho 83606
Thomas B. Dominick Hand Deliver
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC U.S. Mail LS
500 West Bannock Facsimile
Boise, Idaho 83702 Overnight Mail
r
Clerk of the Court
ORDER-2 000140
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Attorney at Law ISB #2975





Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF
DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS




























COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record James
M. Runsvold and serves notice of service of the follo~ documents by the method
indicated below, addressed as shown below, on the £Lday of (!)e-itJ&r, 2010:
RESPONDENT'S FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWERS AND RESPONSES TO
PETITIONER'S DISCOVERY REQUESTS
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-1 000141
. ., ~ .
Thomas B. Dominick





~rtified Mail-Receipt # _
ax #342-6553
. -:!fA. A
DATED thIS \? day of_UJ.=.....>~-=-.:.c= -:::;:;::o;o~_-?---
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ~
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the ~day of ()/L,hl ( ,
20I0, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick





_C rtified Mail-Receipt # _
ax #342-6553
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-2
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RECEIVED
.OCT - 8 2010




S. KAY CHRISTENSEN, ISB# 3101
CHIEF, CONTRACTS AND
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW DIVISION
M. SCOTT KEIM, ISB# 5879
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL








J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk
By S. MAXWELL
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STATE OF IDAHO, Department ) CASE NO. CVDR 0300690D
of Health and Welfare, )
)
vs. Plaintiff, ) STATE'S RESPONSE TO
) FURTHER LITIGATION
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, and, )













STATE'S RESPONSE TO FURTHER LITIGATION -Page 1 ttl ORIGINAL
000143
COMES NOW, State ofIdaho, Department for Health and Welfare, Child Support Services,
by and through its undersigned attorney, M. Scott Keirn, Deputy Attorney General, and responds to
the parties further litigation as follows:
Neither party is receiving public assistance from the State ofIdaho. Therefore, the State of
Idaho, Department ofHealth and Welfare, Child Support Services, has no interest in the litigation.
The State has no objection to modification ofany child support amount in this case so long as
any child support modification is deemed to be appropriate by the Court pursuant to Idaho's Child
Support Guidelines, and does not attempt to alter any ofthe previously accrued obligations ofeither
co-defendant under the present order. The State further informs the Court that it does not represent
the interests ofeither co-defendant. Further, the State waives its appearance at any hearings held on
this matter.
The State of Idaho, Department of Health and Welfare, Child Support Services should be
removed from the notice of service in all further legal documents, except for the final Court order.
DATED this ~ day of October, 2010.
4~A~-M.S OTT M
Deputy Attorney General
STATE'S RESPONSE TO FURTHER LITIGATION - Page 2
000144
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I hereby certi~Jhat true and correct copies of the foregoing were mailed by U.S. prepaid





3315 N. Red Oak Drive
Boise,ID 83703
FRANCES B STERN
FRANCES R. STERN LAW OFFICE









Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908
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ByE. HOLMES
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
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Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF SERVICE
THOMAS B. DOMINICK, of Dominick Law Offices, PLLC, Attorney for the
Defendant-Petitioner, hereby certify that the following discovery documents were served on
Counsel for the Defendant-Respondent, on the 4 day ofNovember, 2010:
Defendant-Petitioner's Supplemental Response to Interrogatories and Request for
Production of Documents.
NOTICE OF SERVICE - 1 ORIGINAL000146




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~day of November, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
P. O. Box 917
Caldwell, Idaho 83606










~\)«" "C(lo~. Dominick, Esq., ISH No. 2908
~v ~ Do~tifi~k Law Offices, PLLC
~ ~West Bannock
bib-Cf3oise, Idaho 83702




A Fll.!:O If? -.M·-- P.M.-=t:- _
DEC 08 2010
J. DAV/O NAVARRO. Clerk
By 1ft. WRIGHT
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
AMY SLANE'S LIST OF TRIAL
WITNESSES AND EXHIBITS
COMES NOW, Amy Beth Slane, by and through her attorney of record, Thomas B.
Dominick ofDominick Law Offices, PLLC and submits her list of trial witnesses and exhibits as
follows:
AMY SLANE'S LIST OF TRIAL WITNESSES AND EXHIBITS - 1 ORIGINAL000148
Trial Witnesses:
A. Steven Adams and Amy Slane may testify concerning any of the facts at issue in this
matter.
B. Gayle Slane, 602 N. 31 st Street, Boise, Idaho 83702, is well known to Stephen Adams
and is the mother of Amy Slane. She will testify concerning all matters at issue in this case,
including the inconsistency of Steven Adams in conducting visitation with Isabella. She also has
knowledge concerning child support payments made by Steven Adams as she was forced to
make numerous payments and loans to Amy when child support was not paid.
C. Custodian of the records may testify concerning the school records. That person is
being determined and will be provided as soon as it is determined if there is an objection to
introduction of the school records/report card of Isabella.
D. Any witness or item for rebuttal or impeachment purposes.
Trial Exhibits:
A. Judgment and Order ofFiliation dated June 11,2003.
B. Health and Welfare child support payment history.
C. Drug test results for Amy Slane.
D. Drug test results for Steven Adams.
E. Car and trailer photographs.
F. School records.
G. Criminal history for Nikki Harris, including documents related to injury to child case
and conviction.
H. Any item or evidence used for impeachment or rebuttal purposes.
AMY SLANE'S LIST OF TRIAL WITNESSES AND EXHIBITS - 2 000149




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of December, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
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RECEIVe!)
DEC 15 20rD
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD Ada County (tevt:-
Attorney at Law ISB #2975






J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk
ByJ. RANDAU
DEPUTY
Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
Case No. CV DR 0300690D





























COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record James
M. Runsvold and serves notice of service of the following documents by the method
indicated below, addressed as shown below, on the I¢dayof ~, 2010:
ADAMS' SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL~COVEYRRESPONSE
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-1 000151
Thomas B. Dominick






_C fied Mail-Receipt # _
ax #342-6553
DATED this4 day of__---"""'-=-""""=-=-_----::=-_""'r:;.....
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the J ~ day of ,
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing d~ent was ent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick





_ C¢fied Mail-Receipt # _
¥'fax #342-6553
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-2 000152
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Attomey for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,































COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attomey of record James
M. Runsvold and moves to suppress any evidence whatsoever which might be offered by
PlaintiffAmy Slane in support ofher MOTION FOR CONTEMPT which has not
theretofore been disclosed by her in response to Defendant's discovery requests, or
otherwise, while reserving all other objections which might be made thereto.
VERIFIED.MOTIpN IN LIMINE (CONTEMPT CASE) Pagew 1
000153
12/15/2010 15:26 FAX 2084592610 JAMES MRlmSVOLD 1lJ007
The evidence which Plaintiffhas disclosed herein, and the discovery requests
eliciting disclosW'es made through discovery responses, are as follows:
1. Plaintiffs Affidavit in Support ofMotion for Contempt, filed March 11, 2010, which
reads in pertinent part as follows:
ARGUMENT AND EVIDENCE IN SUPPORT OF MOTION
FOR CONTEMPT
6. Attached as Exhibit 1 is the printout from the State of Idaho
Bureau of Child Support Services detailing Defendant-
Respondent Steven Wayne Adams' history ofchild support
payments through February 1,2010. As of February 1,2010,
Defendant-Respondent Steven Wayne Adams owed the sum of
$27,894.51 in back child support.
7. Defendant-Respondent Steven Wayne Adams was served with
a copy of the Judgment and Order of Filiation dated June 11,
2003 and/or had actual knowledge of said Judgment and Order of
filiation filed June 11,2003, in that we repeatedly discussed the
order and he has had his driver's license suspended for violation
of the order.
8. For the foregoing reasons, the Defendant-Respondent Steven
Wayne Adams should be held in contempt ofCourt for violating
the Judgment and Order of Filiation.
2. Plaintiffs Answer to Interrogatory No. 18 served May 25,2010.
INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Please state every fact you rely
upon for your contempt motion against Defendant including
without limitation every fact evidencing his ability to pay child
support as ordered.
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Stephen has told
my daughter that he works almost everyday, including weekends
and that the only days he does not works is when it is raining.
Stephen bought a truck and trailer just before Christmas of2009.
How did he pay for these items ifhe is not working? Stephen has
advertisements for his business hanging in local grocery chains.
Rather than paying child support, Stephen chose to obtain an
attorney when he could have had one appoi.nted to him. See also
the docwnents filed in contempt proceedings (Le., motion and
affidavit, and all pleadings an.d documents in contempt or
modification case).
VERIFIED MOTION IN LIMINE (CONTEMPT CASE) Page-2
000154
12/15/2010 15:26 FAX 2084592610 JAMES If RUNSVOLD
raJ 008
3. Plaintiff's Response to Request No. 14 served May 25,2010.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14: Please produce every
docwnent or thing evidencing any fact you rely upon for your
contempt motion against Defendant including without limitation
every fact evidencing his ability to pay child support as ordered.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 14: Please see Motion for
Contempt and Affidavit in Support ofMotion for Contempt fi.led
by the court on March 11, 2010.
Oral argument is requested, at a time convenient to Court and counsel.






County of Canyon ) ~
b. ~J~ ,•notary public, do hereby certit'y that On this /S~y of
Ie ;~20iO: ~sona11y appeared before me James M. Runsvold, who, being
by me first duly sworn., stated that he signed the foregoing document and that the
statements therein contained are true.
VERIFIED MOTION IN LIMINE (CONTEMPT CASE) Page-3
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I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the ddAy of~ fuA .
2010, a true and correct copy ofthe foregoing document was sent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ill 83702
VERIFIED MOTION IN LIMINE (CONTEMPT CASE) Page-4
000156








Attorney at Law ISB #2975
623 S. Kimball Ave., Stew C
P.O. Box 917
Caldwell j Idaho 83606
(208) 459-2610
Fax (208) 459-0288
Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,











STATE OF IDAHO, Department ofHealth )




















COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney ofrecord James
M. Runsvold and provides his pre-trial information as follows:
1. Defendants child support modi.fication case: Elements
a. Permanent and material changed circwnstances.
b. Defendant's child support income.
ADAMS' PRE-TRIAL MEMORANDUM Page-l
000157
12/15/2010 15:24 FAX 2084592610 JAMES II RUNSVOLD III 003
c. Plaintiff's child support income.
d. Adjustments and allowances for:
(1) Other children in home
(2) Health care insurance
(3) Assignment ofdependency exemption
e. Allocation of pro-rated expenses.
2. Defendant's petition for custody/visitation: Elements
Best interest of the child, considering all relevant factors including those listed in
Idaho Code Section 32-717.
3. Defendant's defenses to contempt
a Inability to pay (past)
b. Inability to pay (present)
c. Repayment agreement with Idaho Department
d. Plaintiff's lack ofcooperation to modify child suppo~administratively
4. Contested facts (presumed issues)
a Child support modification case
(1) The parties' respective incomes
(2) Health insurance premiums
b. Custody/visitation case
(1) Parental alienation by mother (plaintiff)
(2) School attendance issues
(3) Suitability ofrespective home environments
(4) Character of adults involved
(5) History ofvisitation and other contacts by father.
c. Contempt case
(1) Defendant's ability to pay (past)
(2) Defendant's ability to pay (present)
(3) Existence of Idaho Department of Heal.th and Welfare repayment
ADAMS' PRE-TRIAL MEMORANDUM Page-2
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agreement.
(4) Whether Plaintiffhas sabotaged past attempts to modify child
support obligation, administratively.
5. Contested issues oflaw( presumed issues)
a. Child support modification case
(1) Effect of current arrearage on right to modify.
(2) Effect ofmother's past sabotage ofadministrative modification,
ifproven, on right to modify now.
(3) Effect offather's contempt, if proven, on right to m.odify.
b. Custody/visitation case-None known.
c. Contempt case.
(I) Whether repayment agreement between Defendant and Idaho
Department of Health and Welfare is a defense.
(2) Whether mother's past sabotage of administrative modification
process is a defense.
6. Agreed or stipulated fact.
The parties have not formally stipulated to any facts. Defendant believes that the
following facts are not disputed:
a. The parties are the natural parents ofIsabella Rheannon Slane, born
, now age 7.
b. Isabella has primarily resided with her mother, Amy Slane, Plaintiffherein, in
Boise.
c. Her father, Stephen Adams, has had and now has visitation with Isabella under
a variety of infonnal visitation arrangements determined by the mother, including until
recently every-other weekend, overnight visitation.
d. The father volunteers in Isabella's school and sees her there weekly.
e. The father lives in Boise and has a separate bedroom for Isabella at his rental
home, furnished for her use.
ADAMS' PRE-TRIAL MEMORANDUM Page-3
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f. Isabella has a good relationship with father, his wife Nikki, and her half-siblings
residing at father's home; and with her mother, half-siblings and mother's fiance at
mother's home.
g. Father is self-employed in the construction industry and has been struggling
financially.
h. Mother is not employed outside the home.
L Father is in arrears in payment ofchild support.
j. Father has entered into a repayment agreement with Health and Welfare for
payment of the arrears.
k. Father has attempted heretofore to obtain an administrative modification ofhis
child support obligation. without success.
7. Points and Authorities
To be supplemented.
DATED this ( C day of
~l'II.RunsvOld~.
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the Jdday of be el.J11il.l J ,
2010. a true and correct copy ofthe foregoing document was sent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Offices. PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ill 83702
ADAMS' PRE-TRIAL MEMORANDUM Page-4
_Hand Delivered
_Regular Mail




Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908
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Case No. CV DR 0300690D
AMY SLANE'S PRETRIAL
MEMORANDUM
COMES NOW Defendant-Petitioner, Amy Beth Slane, by and through her attorney of
\
record, and respectfully submits a Pretrial Memorandum in this case.
Y AMY SLANE'S PRETRIAL MEMORANDUM - I
000161
A. Count One - Criminal Contempt.
The allegation contained in the motion for contempt and supporting affidavit is that the
Defendant failed to pay child support as required by the Judgment and Order ofFiliation dated
June 11,2003.
As of February 1,2010, Defendant Steven Wayne Adams owed the sum of $27,894.51 in
back child support. As ofNovember 1,2010, Defendant Steven Wayne Adams owed the sum of
$29,227.91, in back child support.
The only affirmative defense alleged by the Defendant is that he was unable to comply
with the court order at the time of the alleged violation. He also asserted that he lacked the
present ability to comply with the court order. See Notice of Appearance, page two. Lack of the
present ability to comply with the court order is not a defense in a criminal sanction. There is no
allegation that the respondent was unaware of the order allegedly violated, that the court lacks
personal jurisdiction over the respondent, or lacked jurisdiction to issue the order.
B. Steven Wayne Adams' claim for modification of the July 11, 2003 Order ofFiliation.
The Motion to Modify Order of Filiation was filed in response to the motion for contempt
filed against Steven Wayne Adams. The motion to modify the June 11,2003 order seeks to
modify the order not only with respect to child support, but also seeks sole legal and physical
custody of the parties' minor daughter, Isabella Rheannon Slane, born .
It is the position of Defendant-Petitioner Amy Beth Slane that since Respondent Steven
Wayne Adams is in contempt, that he cannot seek such equitable relief as modification of the
child support order issued on June 11,2003. See Nabb v. Nabb, 114 Idaho 512, 757 P.2d. 231
(Ct. App. 1988).
Moreover, there are no material or substantial changes of circumstances which justify
modification. See Idaho Code §32-709(l). None are even alleged in the motion. The motion
should be dismissed.
With respect to child custody, the provisions of Idaho Code §32-717 apply. It is believed
that the Court should not even be required to address this issue. However, in the event that the
issue is reached, child custody should be awarded to Amy Beth Slane.
Settlement negotiations: The parties have discussed settlement and held a conference for
the purpose of discussing the exhibits to be offered at trial. Attached are the exhibits that were
timely offered by Amy Slane. Since then, Steven Wayne Adams has tried to disclose additional
AMY SLANE'S PRETRIAL MEMORANDUM - 2
000162
THOM S B. DOMINICK
Attorney for Defendant-Petitioner
exhibits and/or witnesses. Some of those exhibits include letters between counsel and people
attesting that Steven Adams is a good father to his other children, etc. Amy Beth Slane will
likely object to such exhibits and witnesses on the grounds of failure to disclose, relevancy,
settlement negotiations, etc. A Motion in Limine has been filed with respect to this issue.
The only stipulation agreed to by the parties is the introduction of Isabella's school report
cards for last year and this year.




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ay of December, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
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Special Deputy Attorpey General
HOWELL & VAIL, LLP
ROBERT W. VAIL
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OI<' IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH
SLANE,

















Case No. CV DR 0300690D
JUDGMENT AND ORDER
OF FILIATION
This cause having come before the Court upon the Plaintiff's
Notice of Completion and Filing of Genetic Testing Results and the
application of the State of Idaho, Department of Health and
Welfare, Plaintif{, for a Default and Judgment and Order, and it
appearing from the record that the Complaint was filed on March 27,
2003; that the Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS was served the Summons
and Complaint on April 10, 2003 and that the Defendant AMY BETH
SLANE was served the Summons and Complaint on April 2, 2003; that
no answer or other defense has been filed by the Defendants; and
Default has been entered by the Clerk of the Court,
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF FILIATION
DEFPAT.JUD-2/00 1
000164
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED That:
1. Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS is the natural father of
ISABELLA RHEANNON SLANE, who is entitled to his support.
2. The Bureau of Vital Statistics of the State of Idaho is
ordered to issue a new birth certificate to reflect that STEVEN
WAYNE ADAMS is the father of ISABELLA RHEANNON SLANE, born on
, to AMY BETH SLANE, at Boise, Idaho.
3. Defendant is an able-bodled man capable of supporting said
child(ren), and that Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS shall pay the
amount of $635.00 per month for such support, beginning April I,
2003, and payable on the first day of each month thereafter until
said child (ren) reach(es) the age of majority, unless the
child (ren) is/are continuing his/her highschool education. In
that case, child support shall continue until the child (ren)
discontinue(s) his/her high school education or reach(es) the age
of nineteen, whichever occurs sooner;
4. The tax'dependency exemption(s) and child tax credit(s)
shall be claimed by the father. The child support amount of
$635.00 includes $18.00 in addition to the basic support amount to
compensate the mother for her pro rata share of the tax benefits,
as set forth in the child support worksheet(s) submitted herein.
5. That judgment be entered against Defendant, STEVEN WAYNE
ADAMS, in the amount of $2,453.16, for. reimbursement of said
Defendant's share of birth costs paid by the State of Idaho,
Department of Health and Welfare.
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF FILIATION
DEFPAT.JUD-2/00 2
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6. STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH SLANE shall be
responsible for the net work-related child care expenses of the
child (ren) in proportion to their Guideline Income (85% for the
father and 15% for the mother). These child care costs are in
addition to the child support award and should be paid directly
between the parties.
7. That said child support amount and/or arrearages are
pursuant to and based upon the Idaho Child Support Guidelines and
the evidentiary· file containing the following information and
records: DOE Wage Data; all of which are taken into consideration
when preparing the Affidavit Verifying Income and Child Support
Worksheet.
8.. That during any period when one parent applies for and
obtains medicaid coverage for the child(ren), the other parent
shall be required'to obtain medical insurance on the child(ren) if
available at a reasonable cost. Reasonable cost shall be defined
as any insurance that is available through employment, any group
policy or otherwise available at a reasonable cost. That whenever
the child is not ,on medicaid, then the health insurance for the
child(ren) shall be provided by whichever parent can obtain
suitable coverage through an employer at the lower cost. The
actual cost paid by either party for health insurance premiums or
for health care expenses for the child(ren) not covered or paid in
full by insurance, including, but not limited to orthodontic,
optical, and dental shall be in addition to the child support
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF FILIATION
DEFPAT.JUD-2/00 3
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award. That STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS shall be responsible for 85% and
AMY BETH SLANE shall be. responsible for 15% of any costs that the
medical insurance does not cover.
NOTICE OF MEDICAL ENFORCEMENT
This order is enforceable by allowing the State of
Idaho, Department of Health & Welfare or other obligee to
enforce medical coverage. That whenever an obligor
parent who has been ordered to provide health insurance
coverage for a dependent child (ren) fails to provide such
coverage or lets it lapse, the Department of Health &
Welfare or other obligee may seek enforcement of the
coverage order as of the effective date of this order
under Chapter 12, Title 32, Idaho Code.
9. Any claimed health care expense for the child or
children, whether or not covered by insurance, which would result
in an out-of-pocket expense of $500 or more to the parent who did
not incur or consent to the expense, must be approved in advance,
in writing, by both parties or by prior court order. Relief may be
granted by the Court for failure to comply under extraordinary
circumstance, and the Court may in its discretion apportion the
incurred expense in some percentage other than that in the existing
support order, and in so doing, may consider whether consent was
unreasonably requested or withheld.
10. The parent who obtains insurance for the child (ren)
should be required to provide the other parent with claim forms and
other documents necessary to make claims to the insurance company.
If a parent pays for medical expenses up front which are later
reimbursed by the insurance company to the other parent, the parent
receiving the reimbursement from the insurance company should be
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF FILIATION
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required to remit the reimbursement to the parent who paid for the
medical expenses up front.
11. This order shall be subject to automatic and immediate
wage withholding under Title 32, Chapter 12, Idaho Code, as set
forth in the following notice:
NOTICE OF AUTOMATIC AND IMMEDIATE INCOME WITHHOLDING
This order is enforceable by automatic and immediate
income withholding as of the effective date of this order
under chapter 12, title 32, Idaho Code. This automatic
and immediate income withholding order will be issued to
your employer or other person who pays your income,
without additional notice to you.
12. That this order include the following notice:
NOTICE OF LIEN
This support order shall be enforced by the filing
of a statewide lien upon all.real and personal property
of the obligor if the delinquency in the support
obligation is equal to $2,000 or 90 days of support,
whichever is less.
13. The STATE OF IDAHO, Department of Health and Welfare,
shall be able to attach all federal and state income tax refunds of
Defendant until the full amount owing is paid in full as well as
other statutory collection methods.
14. The obligor and obligee shall provide to the Department
of Health and Welfare written notification within thirty days of
any changes in his/her re'sidential address (and mailing address if
. .
different from the residential address) and telephone number.
15. That De'fendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS shall reimburse the
Bureau of Child Support Services for the cost of the analysis of
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF FILIATION
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the genetic samples, along with the costs of the performance of the
genetic testing and mailing in the amount of $177.00.
16. That Defendant STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS is further indebted to
the Plaintiff State of Idaho in the amount of $330.00 for attorney
fees incurred in the prosecution of this matter.
17. That Defendant STEVEN·WAYNE ADAMS is further indebted to
the Plaintiff State of Idaho for Service of Process incurred in
prosecution of this case in the amount of $40.00.
18. All monies due under this judgment shall be paid to
Idaho Child Support Receipting, P.O. Box 70008, Boise, Idaho 83707-
0108. Each payment should be identified with the case number CV DR
0300690D and the names of STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, and AMY BETH SLANE.
19. The attorney for the State of Idaho does withdraw as
attorney of record, pursuant to Rule 11(b) (2) of the Idaho Rules of
Civil Procedure, with said withdrawal becoming effective once the
time for appeal from this judgment or order has expired and there
are no proceeding~ pending.
DATED this~y J(.,UI\.9.<;;:: ,2003 .
(6\ DAVID C. EPIS t
~D G E
JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF FILIATION
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER RE: CHlLD SUPPORT
A: CHllJ) SUPPOR:r Dlffl DATE:" Child supp~rt.sh~l be due.on the fi~st day of the month .
after the Qrdedsfiled wiUl th~ Clerk unless otherwise ord.ered i~ the' decree or support order..
B. METHOD OF PAYMENT OF CHll.D SUPPORT:
1. Child ~upport shall be sent to the following address unless otherwise ordered in the
decree or support order:
Idaho Child Support Receipting
P.O. Box 70008
Boise, ID 83707-0108
2. Payments will be accepted by personal check, cashier's check or money order, which
shall identify the case number and names of the plaintiff and defendant.
3. Both parties shaH promptly notify both ·the court and Idaho Child Support Receipting,
at the address above, of any change in address.
4. Payments made directly to the custodial parent or to the child, rather than to Idaho
Child Support Receipting, may, in the absence of a court order authorizing direct
payment, be considered a gift if an action is commenced to enforce child support.
C. DURATION OF SUPPORT OBLIGATION: Unless modified by a subsequent order of the
court, the obligation to pay child support' shall continue until the youngest child reaches·
eighteen (18) years of age. If a 'child is still attending 'high school after age eigh'teen (18)" the
support obligation. continues until the child completes high school or reaches age nineteen
(19), whichever is earlier.
·D. NOTICE OF INCOME WITHHOLDING: Unless otherwise ordered by the court, child
support is enforceable by an automatic and immediate income withholding. This means that
income withholding shall be enforced by a withholding order issued to the obligor's (paying
. party's) employer without additional J,lotice to the obligor.,
E. ENFORCEMENT BY CONTEMPT: Willful violation of an order to pay child support is
contempt. Punishment for contempt may' include a fine of up to $5,000 for each violation,
jail up to thirty (30) days for each violation, and suspension of certain licenses.
BY,ORDER OF THEATTA~HED TOA~.rA~T0





1PAGE:HWFFF20P-1 STATE OF IDAHO
DE .MENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE
OFFICIAL FINANCIAL ANALYSIS REPORT RUN DATE: 05/13/10
This f!:t to certify that this Is a true and
AP :ADAMS STEP HEN WAYNE r~~,..t ('')py of tbaS1rigllJsfairlslrUment
AR: SLANE AMY BETH . r"'. fHe: REGION: 04
-----------------------------------------------------1'.iO&::~---
Start dt: 02/01/03 AFDC Grant: 0.00 B~!: C ---
nlle: Custodian or the Records
Pages:_, thn. ~q
Month End Balance for All Debts 0.00
Start dt: 03/01/03 AFDC Grant: 0.00
Month End Balance for All Debts 0.00
Start dt: 04/01/03 AFDC Grant:
# DBT Eff date Tran type










Month End Balance for All Debts 635.00
0.00Start dt: 05/01/03 AFDC Grant:
# DBT
1 C46
# DBT Eff date Tran type









Month End Balance for All Debts 1,270.00
Month End Balance for All Debts


































Start dt: 06/01/03 AFDC Grant:
# DBT
1 C46
# DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 06/18/03 AM ACC
2 L90 06/18/03 CM BAC




# DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 07/01/03 AL
Start dt: 08/01/03 AFDC Grant: 0.00
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RUN DATE: 05/13/10
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1 C46 Bal b .... ought frwd 2,540.00
2 L90 Bal b ....ought frwd 330.00
# DBT Eff date Tran type T.... an amt Cu ........ amt Ar .... s amt Balance
1 C46 08/01/03 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 3,175.00
1 C46 08/05/03 PC 100.00 100.00 0.00 3,075.00
1 C46 08/18/03 PC 150.00 150.00 0.00 2,925.00
08/05/03 CS49873303 100.00
08/18/03 CS52734403 150.00
Month End Balance for All Debts 3,255.00
Start dt: 09/01/03 AFDC G.... ant: 0.00
# DBT
1 C46 Bal brought f ....wd 2,925.00
2 L90 Bal b ....ought f ....wd 330.00
# DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Cur.... amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 09/01/03 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 3,560.00
1 C46 09/02/03 WC 280.34 280.34 0.00 3,279.66
1 C46 09/02/03 PC 200.00 200.00 0.00 3,079.66




Month End Balance fo .... All Debts 3,171.53
Start dt: 10/01/03 AFDC Grant: 0.00
# DBT
1 C46 Bal b .... ought frwd 2,841.53
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
# DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curl'" amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 10/01/03 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 3,476.53
Month End Balance fo .... All Debts 3,806.53




# DBT Eff date T.... an type
1 C46 11/01/03 AL














Month End Balance fo .... All Debts
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:It DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 12/01/03 AL
1 C46 12/09/03 PC























































































































































Month End Balance for All Debts 4,971.84




Bal brought frwd 4,641.84
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RUN DATE: 05/13/10
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2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
:fI: DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curl' amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 03/01/04 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 5,276.84
1 C46 03/03/04 WC 239.94 239.94 0.00 5,036.90
1 C46 03/08/04 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,865.65
1 C46 03/16/04 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,694.40
1 C46 03/31/04 WC 164.02 52.56 111.46 4,530.38






Month End Balance for All Debts 4,689.13
Start dt: 04/01/04 AFDC Grant: 0.00
:fI: DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 4,359.13
2L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
:fI: DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curl' amt Arrs amt Balance
1C46 04/01/04 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 4,994.13·
1 C46 04/06/04 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,822.88
1 C46 04/13/04 we 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,651.63
04/06/04 CS22645504 171.25
04/13104 CS24425904 171.25













































































Month End Balance for All Debts 4,760.38
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RUN DATE: 05/13/10
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Star-t dt: 06/01/04 AFDC Grant: 0.00
#: DBT
1 C46 Bal br-ought fr-wd 4,430.38
2 L90 Bal br-ought frwd 330.00
#: DBT Eff date Tr-an type Tr-anamt Cur-r amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 06/01/04 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 5,065.38
1 C46 06/07/04 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,894.13
1 C46 06/07/04 WC 60.00 60.00 0.00 4,834.13
1 C46 06/16/04 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,662.88
1 C46 06/21/04 WC 171.25 171. 25 0.00 4,491.63






Month End Balance for- All Debts 4,650.38
Start dt: 07/01/04 AFDC Grant: 0.00
#: DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 4,320.38
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
#: DBT Eff date Tr-an type Tran amt Curl' amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 07/01/04 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 4,955.38
1 C46 07/09/04 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,784.13
1 C46 07/16/04 WC 171.25 171. 25 0.00 4,612.88
1 C46 07/20/04 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,441.63





Month End Balance for All Debts 4,600.38
Start dt: 08/01/04 AFDC Grant: 0.00
#: DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 4,270.38
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
#: DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Cur-r amt Ar-rs amt Balance
1 C46 08/01/04 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 4,905.38
1 C46 08/12/0.4 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,734.13
1 C46 08/18/04 WC 171 .25 171.25 0.00 4,562.88
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Month End Balance for All Debts 4,779.35




# DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 02/01/05 AL
1 C46 02/01/05 UC
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1 C46 02/15/05 UC 132.00 132.00 0.00 4,688.35
1 C46 02/22/05 UC 132.00 132.00 0.00 ' 4,556.35
02/01/05 CS07568805 132.00
02/08/05 CS09356205 132.00
02/15/05 CSll 021905 132.00
02/22/05 CS12533805 132.00
Month End Balance for All Debts 4,886.55
Start dt: 03/01/05 AFDC Grant: 0.00
:It DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 4,556.35
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
:It DBT Eft date Tran type Tran amt Curr amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 03/01/05 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 5,191.35
1 C46 03/01/05 UC 132.00 132.00 0.00 5,059.35
1 C46 03/08/05 UC 132.00 132.00 0.00 4,927.35
1 C46 03/15/05 UC 132.00 132.00 0.00 4,795.35
1 C46 03/22/05 UC 132.00 132.00 0.00 4,663.35
1 C46 03/29/05 UC 132.00 107.00 25.00 4,531.35
1 C46 03/29/05 UC 132.00 0.00 132.00 4,399.35







Month End Balance for All Debts 4,861.35
Start dt: 04/01/05 AFDC Grant: 0.00
:It DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 4,531.35
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
:It DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curr amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 04/01/05 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 5,166.35
1 C46 04/05/05 ut 132.00 132.00 0.00 5,034.35
1 C46 04/12/05 UC 132.00 132.00 0.00 4;902.35
1 C46 04/19/0p UC 132.00 132.00 0.00 4,770.35




Month End Balance for All Debts
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1 C46 Bal brought frwd 4,638.35
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
# DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curr amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 05/01/05 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 5,273.35
1 C46 05/03/05 UC 132.00 132.00 0.00 5,141.35
05/03/05 CS30229705 132.00
Month End Balance for All Debts 5,471.35
Start dt: 06/01/05 AFDC Grant: 0.00
# DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 5,141.35
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
# DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curr amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 06/01/05 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 5,776.35
1 C46 06/01/05 WC 189.82 189.82 0.00 5,586.53
1 C46 06/08/05 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 5,415.28
1 C46 06/13/05 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 5,244.03
1 C46 936.00 0.00 936.00 4,308.03
1 C46 06/17/05 WC 171.25 102.68 68.57 4,136.78





06/17/05 CS41128505 171. 25
06/24/05 CS42816305 171.25



































































Month End Balance for All Debts 4,417.68
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Start dt: 08/01/05 AFDC Grant: 0.00
#: DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 4,087.68
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
#: DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curr amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 08/01/05 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 4,722.68
1 C46 08/01/05 WC 172.15 172.15 0.00 4,550.53
1 C46 08/05/05 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,379.28
1 C46 08/12/05 WC 93.04 93.04 0.00 4,286.24
1 C46 08/22/05 WC 214.45 198.56 15.89 4,071.79






Month End Balance for All Debts 4,197.83
Star t X~:t"~9;~ i·jt'~1f AFDC Grant: 0.00
#: DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 3,867.83
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
#: DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curr amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 09/01/05 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 4,502.83
1 C46 09/02/05 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,331.58
1 C46 09/12/05 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,160.33
1 C46 09/19/05 WC 131.54 131.54 0.00 4,028.79





Month End Balance for All Debts 4,157.36
Start dt: 1% 1/05" AFDC Grant: 0.00
#: DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 3,827.36
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
#: DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curr amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 10/01/05 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 4,462.36
1 C46 10/03/05 WC 9.53 9.53 0.00 4,452.83
1 C46 10/07/05 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,281.58
1 C46 10/17/05 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,110;33
1 C46 10/24/05 WC 171. 25 171.25 0.00 3,939.08
1 C46 10/28/05 WC 171.25 111.72 59.53 3,767.83
10/03/05 CS65837805 9.53
000180
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Month End Balance for All Debts 4,169.08




#: DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 01/01/06 AL
1 C46 01/05/06 WC
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1 C46 01/13/06 WC 171.25 171.25 0.00 3,980.93
1 C46 01/23/06 WC 119.93 119.93 0.00 3,861.00
1 C46 01/27/06 WC 126.31 21. 92 104.39 3,734.69





Month End Balance for All Debts 4,064.69
Start dt: 02/01/06 AFDC Grant: 0.00
#: DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 3,734.69
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
#: DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curr amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 02/01/06 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 4,369.69
1 C46 02/06/06 PC 110.00 110.00 0.00 4,259.69
1 C46 02/06/06 WC 88.66 88.66 0.00 4,171.03




Month End Balance for All Debts 4,401.03
Start dt: 03/01/06 AFDC Grant: 0.00
#: DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 4,071.03
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
#: DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curr amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 03/01/06 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 4,706.03
Month End Balance for All Debts 5,036.03
Start dt: 04/01/06 AFDC Grant: 0.00
#: DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 4,706.03
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
#: DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curr amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 04/01/06 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 5,341.03
1 C46 1,132.00 0.00 1,132.00 4,209.03
1 C46 04/06/06 PC 200.00 200.00 0.00 4,009.03
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Month End Balance for All Debts 4,774.03































Month End Balance for All Debts 5,309.03




# DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 5,944.03




# DBT Eff date Tran type
I C46 ·08/0l/0.6~At.



















Month End Balance for All Debts 5,579.03
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# DBT Eff date Tran type








































































































































Month End Balance for All Debts
Start dt: 01/01/07 AFDC Grant: 0.00
7,884.03
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# DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Bal~nce for All Debts 8,519.03




# DBT Eff date Tran type






























































Month End Balance for All Debts 9,639.03




# DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 10,274.03




# DBT Eff date Tran type
















, HWFFF20P-l STATE OF IDAHO
DEP.. fMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE

































































































































Month End Balance for All Debts 12,084.03




:If: DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 09/01/07 AL
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Month End Balance for All Debts 12,579.03




# DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 13,214.03




# DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 13,849.03




# DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts
Start dt: 02/01/08 AFDC Grant: 0.00
14,484.03
000187
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1 C46 Bal brought frwd 14,154.03
2 L90 Bal brought frwd 330.00
#: DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curl" amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 02/01/08 AL 635.00 635.00 0.00 14,789.03
Month End Balance for All Debts 15,119.03




#: DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 15,754.03




#: DBT Eff date Tran type






























































Month End Balance for All Debts 16,841.53




#: DBT Eff date Tran type
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Month End Balance for All Debts 18,395.51




fI: DBT Eff date Tran type




















































Month End Balance for All Debts 19,459.51
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# DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 20,094.51




# DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 20,729.51




# DBT Eff date Tran type




















































Month End. Balance for All Debts 21,899.51




# DBT Eff date Tran type
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# DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 23,169.51




# DBT Eff date Tran type





































































Month End Balance for All Debts 23,779.51




# DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 24,414.51
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#" DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 25,049.51




#" DBT Eff date Tran type






























































Month End Balance for All Debts 25,684.51




#" DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 26,319.51
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# DBT Eff date Tran type









Month End Balance for All Debts 26,954.51




# DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 27,589.51




'"' DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 28,224.51




# DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts 28,859.51




# DBT Eff dat~ Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts
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# DBT Eff date Tran type















Month End Balance for All Debts
Total Ending Balance




Feb. 9. 2010 2:02PM , d Support SerYice~'AHO
~11\1t; VI" .lu
Department of Health & Welfare
Official Financial SUmmary
No. 3909 P. 1/8
NCP NAME: ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Case: 188105
CP NAMEl SLANE AMY BETH Regionl Oti
Date Rangel 2003 to ~010
Month/ Amt nue Amt Paid Balante Amt nue AllIt Paid Balance
Year To CIJ To Cp Owed to Cp To State To State Owed To state
02/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
03/03 0,00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00
04/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00
05/03 0,00 0,00 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00
06/03 635.00 0.00 1905.00 0.00 0.00 3000.16
07/03 635.00 0.00 2540,00 0.00 0,00 3000.16
08/03 635,00 250.00 2925.00 0.00 0.00 3000.16
09/03 635.00 718.47 2841.53 0.00 0.00 3000.16
lO/03 63!5.o0 0.00 3tiU.53 0.00 0.00 3000.16
11/03 635.00 0.00 4111-.53 0.00 0.00 3000.16
12103 &35.00 152.00 4594,53 0.00 0.00 3000,16
Yearly
Totals ti4ti5.oo 1120.41 0.00 0.00
PAGE: 1
000195
Feb. 9. 2010 2:02PM d Support Services
;:1II A II: Ut' .ulAl-IO
Department of Health & Welfare
Official Finant1al Summary
No. 3909 P. 2/8
NCP NAME I ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Casel 188105
CP NAME: SLANE AMY BETH ReQionl Oti
nate Rangel 2003 to 2010
Month/ Alllt Due Amt Paid Balance Amt Due Amt Paid Balance
Year To Cp To Cp Owed to Cp To State To State Owed To State
01/04 635. DO 210.00 5019 .53 0.00 0.00 3000.16
02/04 635.00 1012.69 tj6ti}. 84 0.00 0.00 3000.16
03/0ti 635.00 917.71 4359. U 0.00 0.00 3000.16
Oti/Oll 635.00 342.50 4651.63 0.00 0.00 3000.16
05/04 655.00 856.25 4430.38 0.00 0.00 3000.16
06/04 635.00 7tj5.00 4320.38 0.00 227.00 2773,16
07/04 635.00 685.00 tl270.38 0.00 0.00 2773.16
08/04 635.00 513.75 4391. 63 0.00 0.00 2773.16
09/0ti 635.00 817.00 4209,63 0.00 0,00 2773.16
10/04 635.00 381. 75 tjtl6'2.88 0.00 0.00 277~.16
11/04 635.00 851L~5 ti2ti1.63 o.ao 0.00 277;'.16
12/04 635.00 554.28 ti3ti2,35 0.00 0.00 2773.16
yearly
Totals 7620.00 7872 .18 0.00 227.00
PAGEl 2
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Feb. 9. 2010 2:02PM d Support Services
~IAII::' u.. u.lAHO
De~artment of Haalth & Welfare
Official FinancIal Summary
No. 3909 P. 3/8
NCP NAME: ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Ca.$$ I 188105
CP NAME: SLANE AMY BETH Region: 04
Date Range: 2003 to 2010
Month/ Arnt Due Amt Paid Balance Amt Due Amt Paid Balance
Year To Cp To Cp Owad to Cp To State To State Owed To State
01105 US,OO 528.00 4449,35 0.00 0.00 2173.16
02105 635.00 528.00 4556.35 0.00 0.00 277l5.16
0:5/05 635.00 792.00 4399.35 0.00 0.00 2773.16
04/05 635.00 396.00 4638.35 0.00 0.00 2773.16
05/05 63!;' 00 132.00 51ti 1. 35 0,00 0.00 2773.16
06'/05 635.00 1610.82 396.5.53 0.00 0.00 2773,16
07/05 635.00 512.85 4087.68 0.00 0,00 2773.lti
08/05 635.00 854,85 3867.63 0.00 0.00 2773.16
09/05 635.00 67.5.47 3827.36 0.00 0.00 2773,16
10/05 635.00 694.53 3767.83 0.00 0,00 2773.U
11/05 635.00 685.00 3717.83 0.00 0.00 2773.16
12105 635.00 51~.75 3839.08 0.00 0.00 2173.16
Yaal"ly
Totals 71;20.00 8123.27 0.00 0.00
PAGEl
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Feb. 9. 2010 2:02PM C d Support Services
STATE OF IDAHO
Department of Health &Welfare
Official Financial Summary
No. 3909 P. 4/8
NCP NAME: ADAHS STEPHEN WAYNE Casel 188105
CP NAME: SLANE AMY BETH RefiJion: 04
Date Range; 2003 to 2010
Honth/ Amt Due Amt Paid Balance Amt Due Amt Paid Balance
Year To Cp To ClJ Owed to Cp To State To state Owed To State
01/06 635.00 139.39 3734.69 0.00 0.00 2773.16
02/06 635.00 298.66 4071.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
03/06 635.00 0.00 ti706.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
04/06 635.00 1432.00 3909.03 0.00 0.00 2173.16
06/06 635.00 100.00 44t'i4.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
06/06 635.00 100.00 4979.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
07/06 635.00 0.00 561ti .03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
08/06 635.00 0.00 6249.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
09/06 635.00 0.00 5884.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
10/06 635.00 80.00 6ti39.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
11/06 635.00 55.00 7019.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
12/06 635.00 100.00 7554.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
Yearly
Totals 7620,00 290!5, 05 0.00 0.00
PAGE:
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Feb. 9. 2010 2:02PM C . d SuP port Servic e~'AHO'
;:'Ilill: U,... 1JJ
Department of Health & Welfare
Official Financial Summary
No. 3909 P, 5/8
NCP NAMEr ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Case: 188105
CP NAME: SLANE AMY BETH Region: 04
Date Rangel 2003 to 2010
Month/ Amt Due Ahlt Paid Balance Amt Due Alllt Paid Balance
Year To C~ To Cp Owed to Cp To State To state Owed To State
01/07 6~5.00 0.00 818!)' 03 0.00 0.00 277:S.16
02/07 635,00 0.00 8824.03 0,00 0.00 2773.16
03/07 635.00 150.00 9309.03 0.00 0.00 2773.1~
04/07 635.00 0,00 9944.03 0,00 0.00 2773.16
05/07 635.00 0.00 10579.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
06/07 635.00 200.00 1l01'i.03 0.00 0.00 277~ .16
07/07 635.00 350.00 11299.03 0.00 0.00 2773,16
08/07 635.00 180.00 11754.03 0.00 0.00 2173.16
09/07 6~5.o0 ltiO,OO 12249.03 0.00 0.00 2775.16
10/07 635,00 635.00 12249.03 0.00 0.00 2773,16
11/07 635.00 0.00 12884.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
12/07 655.00 0.00 15519.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
Yearly
Totals 7620.00 1655,00 0.00 0.00
PAGE: 5
000199
Feb. 9. 2010 2:03PM C d Support Services
::; I A I t: VI- u.lAHO
Department of Health & Welfare
Official rinancial SummarY
No. 3909 P. 6/8
NCP NAME: ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Casel 188105
CP NAMEI SLANE AMY BETH ReQionl Oli
Date Rangel 2003 to 2010
Month/ Amt Due Amt Paid Balance Al1lt Due AlIIt Paid Balance
Year To Cp To Cp OW'ed to Cp To State To State Owed To State
01/08 635.00 0.00 14154.03 0,00 0.00 277~.16
02/08 &35.00 0.00 14789.03 0.00 0.00 2773.16
03/08 635.00 0.00 15li2lf.03 0.00 0.00 2773.1&
Oti/08 635,00 0.00 16059. O~ 0.00 0.00 2773.16
05/08 635.00 182.50 16511 .63 0.00 0.00 2773.16
06/08 635.00 0.00 1714& .53 0.00 0.00 2'173.16
07/08 635.00 100.00 17681.53 0.00 0.00 2773.16
08108 635.00 251. 02 18065.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
09/08 635.00 0.00 18700.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
10/08 &35.00 206.00 19129.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
11/08 63.5.00 0.00 19764.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
12/08 635.00 0.00 20399.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
Yearly
Totah 7620.00 739.52 0.00 0,00
PAGEl
000200
• Feb. 9. 2010 2:03PM c Support Services
~[AI ~ ut- LUAHO
De~artment of Health & Welfare
Official Finan~ial Summary
No. 3909 P. 7/8
NCP NAME: ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Case: 188105
CP NAME: SLANE AMY BETH Region: 04
Date Rangel 2D03 to 2010
H'onth/ Amt Due Amt Paid Balance Amt Due Amt Paid Balance
Year To C~ 10 Cp Owed to Cp To Stah To State Owed To State
01/09 6~5.00 0.00 21034,51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
02/09 635,00 100.00 21569.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
03/09 635.00 0.00 22204.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
04/09 635.00 0.00 22839.51 0.00 0.00 ~798 .16
05/09 635.00 0,00 23474.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
06/09 635. DO 660.00 23449.51 0.00 25.00 2798.16
07/09 63!L 00 0.00 2t/08ti.51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
08/09 635.00 0.00 24719.51 0.00 0,00 2798.16
09/09 635.00 0.00 25354,51 0.00 0.00 2798.16
10/09 635.00 635.00 25354.51 0,00 15.00 2808.16
11/09 635.00 0.00 25989.51 0.00 0,00 2808.16
12/09 ns.Oo 0.00 26624,51 0.00 0.00 2808.16
Yearly
Totals 7620.00 1395.00 0.00 tjo.OO
PAGEl 7
000201
· Feb. 9. 2010 2:03PM c I Support Services
::'IAIt: u," .oJAHO
Department of Health & Welfare
Official Financial Summary
No. 3909 P. 8/8
NCP NAME: ADAMS STEPHEN WAYNE Case: 188105
CP NAME: SI.ANE AMY BETH Re(Jion: 04
Date Rangel 2003 to 2010
Month/ Amt nUB Alnt Paid Balance Amt Due A'mt Paid B~lane.
Year To Cp To Cp Owed to Cp To State To State Owed To State
01110 635. DO 0,00 27259.51 0.00 0.00 2808,16
02/10 635,00 0.00 2789~,51 0.00 0,00 2808.16
YearlY
Totals 1270,00 0.00 0.00 0,00
TotaloS
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STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE
O~FICIAL FINANCIAL ANALYSIS REPORT
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start dt: ~4/01/03 AFDC Grant:
"" DBT Eff date Tran tYPe










Month End Balance for All Debts 635.00
Start dtl 05/01/03 AFDC Grantl
#DBT
1 C46* DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C~6 05/01/03 M
0.00
:Sal brought frlold





Month End Balance for All Debt~
0.00start dtl 06/01/03 A~DC Grant,
# DBT
1 C46
# DBT Eff date Tran type










Month End Balance for All Debts 1,905.00
0.00Start dt, 07/01/03 AFDC Grantl
# DBT
1 C46
~ CBT Eff date Tran type














































Month End Balance for All Debts
Start dtl 09/01/03 AFDc Grant: 0.00
000203
" • Nov, 9, 2010
HWFFF20P-l
1:34PM C. d Support Services
STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMEHT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE







REGION: oti__________ ~ _ _ _.. ~ ~ _._._._.w~ , ~ _ _
# lJBT
1 C46 Sal brought fr"'d 2 1 925.00
tt DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curr amt ArNs ahlt Balance
1 e46 09/01/03 L 635.00 63!;' 00 0.00 3.560,00
1 Clf6 09/02/03 e 280.3'1 280.31i 0.00 3,279.66
1 cH 09/02/03 C 200.00 200.00 0.00 3 1 079.66





Month End Balance for All Debts 2,841.53
Start db 10/01/03 AFDC Grant: 0.00
It DBT
1 C46 881 brought frwd 2,841.53
# DBT Eff date fran type Tran llDlt Curl' amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 10/01/03 L 635.00 635,00 0.00 3 1 476.53
Month End Balance for All Debts 3,ti76 .53
Start dtl 11/01/03 AFDC Grant: 0.00
tt DBT
1 Ctf6 Bal bl'ought frwd 3,476,53
# DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curl" amt Al'rs amt Balance
1 Cli6 11/01/03 l 63!;' 00 635.00 0,00 If,111.53
Month End Balance for All Debts ~J 111.53
Start dt: 12/01/03 AFDC Grant: 0,00
• DBT
1 Cli6 Ba1 brought frwd ~, 111.53
# DDT Uf date Tran h'l'e Tran amt CUl'r amt Arrs aDlt Balance
I eli6 12/01/03 l 635.00 6'35,00 0.00 tf,7tf6'.53
1 C46' 12/09/03 C 90.00 90.00 0,00 ~,656.53
1 Cel6 12/22/03 C 62.00 62.00 0.00 4,594,53
12/09/03 CS78751703 90.00
12/22/03 CS81865903 62.00
Month End Balance for All Debts
start dt# 01/01/04 AFDC Grantl 0.00
it DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 4,594,53
# DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt CU ...... amt Arrs amt Balance
000204
~ Nov, 9. 2010
HWFFF20P-l
1:35 PM C SuP port Servic es
STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE








________ ~ ft •••• _ ••••••••••• _~ w ••• __ •• _ ••••• _ •• _.M ~. __
1 Ctl6 01/01/04 L 635.00 635.00 0.00 5,229.53
1 C46 01/01/04 C 60.00 60.00 0.00 5,169.53
1 e"6 01/22/04 C 150.00 150.00 0.00 5, OU. 53
0l/07/0tf eS01487004 60.00
0l/22/0tl CS0490880tl 150.00
Month End Balance for All Debts 5,019.53
start db 02/01/04 AFDC Grantl 0.00
#DBT
1 etl6 Bal brought frwd 5,019.53
* DBT Eft date Tran type fran amt Curr alllt Arrs alnt Balance
1 eli6 02/0l/04 L 635.00 63!L 00 0.00 5,654.53
1 Ctl6 02/04/04 C 238.13 238.13 0.00 5,tiI6.40
1 etl6 DUll/ott C 238.13 238.13 0,00 5,178.27
1 Ctt6 02/13/Oti C 100.00 100.00 0.00 5,078.27
1 e46 02/23/04 C 196.49 58.74 137.75 4,881.78






Month End Balance for All Debts 4,641.8tf
start dtl 03/01/04 AFDC Grantr 0.00
#DBT
1 Ctl6 Hal brought frwd ti ,6'41.84
* DBT Eff date Tran type Tran alllt Curr amt AJ'J's alnt Balance
1 C46 03/01/04 L 635.00 635.00 0.00 5,276.84
1 Ctl6 03/03/04 C 239.9tf 239.94 0.00 5,036.90
1 C46 03/08/0(1 C 171. 25 171.25 0.00 4,865.65
1 e46 03/16/04 C 171.25 171. 25 0.00 4,694.40
1 C46 03/31/04 C 16~. 02 52.56 111.46 4,530.38





03/31/0ii CS21271104 171. 25
Month End Balance for All Debts








1:35 PM CISupport Se rvic es
STATE OF IDAHo
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE








_______ ~_~ ~ ft~R ••.• ••• •• _. __ •• _. • •• _._. MM~~~_
# DBT Eff data Tran type Tran alllt Curl" ablt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 04/01/0(j L 635.00 635.00 0.00 4,994.13
1 C46 04/06/0tj C 171. 25 171.25 0.00 ti,822.88
1 C46 04/13/04 C 171.25 171. 25 0.00 (j,651.63
04/06/04 CS22645504 171, 25
OV13/04 C52ti4259Dt1 171. ~5
Month End Balance for All Debts 4,651.63
Start dt: 05/01/04 AFDC Grant: 0.00
.. DDT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 4,651. 63
# DBT Eft dah Tran type Tran amt Curl" amt Arrs amt Balance
1 eti 6 05/01/04 l 635.00 635.00 0,00 5,286.63
1 C(j6 05/03/04 C 171.25 171.25 0.00 5,115.38
1 Ctj6 05/03/04 C 171. 25 171. 25 0.00 4,944.13
1 C46 05/12104 C 171. 25 171.25 0.00 4,772,88
1 C46 05118/04 C 1'11. 25 121.25 50.00 tj, 601. 63
1 C46 OS/26'10tj C 171. 25 0.00 171.25 4,430.38
05/05/0l!\ e528910804 171. 25
05/03/04 CS28910904 171.25
05/12/0tl CS311i69504 171. 25
05/18/04 C532766104 171. 25
05126/04 CS3ti65910ti 171.25
Month End Balance for All Debts ti,ti30.38
Start dt: 06101/04 AFDC Gl"aht; 0.00
#DBT
I C46 Bal brought frwd 4,430.38
*' DIH Eft date Tran type Tran amt Curl" smt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 06/01/04 L 635.00 635.00 0.00 5, 06!L 38
1 C46 06107104 C 171.25 171.25 0.00 1i,894.13
1 Ct46 06'/07/04 C 60.00 60.00 0.00 ~,834.13
1 C46 06/16/04 C 171.25 171.25 0,00 4,662,88
1 C46 06121/04 C 171.25 171.25 0.00 ",491.63
1 Cti6 06/30/04 C 171. 25 61.25 110, 00 4,520.38
06/07/04 CS37407304 171.25
U/07/04 CS37ti07404 60,00
06/16/01'4 C539598904 171. 25
06/21/04 CS40415804 171. 25
06'/30/04 CS42739304 171.26
Month End Balance fot" All Debts




•, ,"Nov, 9, 2010
HWFFF20P-1
1:35PM C Support Services
STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WEl~ARE








__ ••• _ •••••• ~ •••• _ •••• ~ •• __ •••• ~ "_ •• _. __ .~w ••••••• ·~ •• _
1 Cli' Bal broOght frwd tf.320.38
# DIT Eff data Tran type Tran ablt Curr alnt Arrs alllt Balance
1 C46 07/01/04 l 635.00 635.00 0.00 4.955.38
1 Cit6 07/09/04 C 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,78tf.13
1 Ctl6 07116/04 C 171.25 171.25 0.00 I'b612.88
1 C46 07/2o/0ti C 171. 25 171.25 0.00 4,4til.63
1 Cti6 07/26/04 C 171.26 121.25 50.00 4,270.38
07109/04 CS4tj99730tf 171.25
o7/16/0 ti CS46518004 171. 25
07/20/04 CS47ti691 04 171. 25
07/2610ti CS4840270ti 171.25
Month End Balance for All Debts 4.270.38
start dt: 08/01/04 AFDC Grant: 0.00
If DBT
1 C46 Bal broll~ht frwd 4,270.38
"'DDT Eff date Tran type Tran 8lnt Curr amt Arrs amt Balance
I C46 08/01/04 l 635.00 635.00 0.00 11.905.38
1 C46 08/12/04 C 171.25 171. 25 0.00 4, 73t" 13
1 elf6 08118/04 e 171.25 171.25 0.00 ib562.88
1 C46 08/26/011 C 171. 2S 171. 25 0.00 tj,391.63
08/12104 CS52733704 171.25
08/18/04 CS5399UO'i 171.26
08/26/04 CS557086'01i 171. 25
Month End Balance for All Debts tI.391.63
0.00Start dtl 09/01/04 AFDC Grant;
ODBT
1 C46
It DBT Eff date Tran type .
1 Ctf6 09/01/0'i L
1 C46 09/03/04 C
1 C46 09/10/0tf C
1 Cti6 09/14/04 C
1 C46 09/22/04 C










































Month End Balance for All Debts
start dt; 10/01/04 AFDC Grant: 0.00
000207
RUN DATE; 11/09/10
r Nov, 9, 2010
HWFFF20P-I
1:35PM C Support Services
STATE of IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE









_ - MUW---------~- -- -.------ w_. __ . ·_··-···~---
ft DBT
1 e46 Bal brought frwd 4.209.63
# DBT Eff date Tran type Tran alllt Cur,. 8111t Arr's amt Balance
1 Clf6 10/Ol/0~ L 635.00 635.00 0.00 4,844.63
1 Cli6 10/06/0'1 C 210.50 210.50 0.00 4.63t1.13
1 Cit6 10/26/04 C 171. 25 171.25 0.00 4,462.88
10/OUOlf CS6515160li 210.50
10126/0li CS6970130tf 171. 25
Month End Balance for All Debts 4,462.88
start dt: 1l/01/0~ AFDC Grant: 0.00
it DBT
1 Cit6 Bd brought frwd 4,ti62.88
# DBT Eff date Tran tl!pe T,.an alllt Curr amt Arrs amt Balance
1 Ctl6 11/01l0tl l 635.00 635.00 0.00 5,097.88
1 Cit6 11/02104 C 171. 25 171.25 0.00 ~J926.63
1 Ctl 6 11/0tt/04 C 171.25 171,25 0.00 '1.755.38
1 C46 11/15/04 C 171.25 171.25 0,00 4, 5M. 13
1 C46 11/22104 C 171'.25 121.25 50.00 4.;412,88
1 C46 11/24/04 C 171.25 0.00 171.25 'I.2lf1. 63
1l/02/Oti cS71267804 171. 25
11/04/04 CS71874704 171. 25
11/15/01!! CS73837204 171.25
11122104 eS7573760lf 171. 25
11/24/04 CS7648930ti 171. 25
Month End Salance for All Debts 4,241.63
start db 12/01/04 AFDC Grantl 0.00
# DBT
1 C46 Bsl brought fl"wd ~J241.63
# DBT Eff dah Tran type Tran amt Cu ...... alJlt Arrs amt Bal~nce
1 Cli6 12/01/04 l 6'35.00 635.00 0,00 li,876.63
1 C46 12103/04 C 60.95 60.95 0.00 4,815,68
1 e46 IU21/0tl C U2.00 132.00 0.00 tI,lI83.68
1 C46 1212310li C 341. 33 341.33 0.00 4 / 342.35
12/03/04 CS78571704 60.95
12/21/04 CS8281980it 132.00
12/23/04 CS83178004 341. 33
Month End Balance fo ... All Debts 4,342.35
start dt: 01/01/05 AFDC Grant;
fF DBT
1 C46
• DBT Eff date Tran ty~e
0.00
Bal brought frwd
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1:35PM C 1 Support Services
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH ANlJ WELFARE








._._ .. _~_J __ ~._ _. .. _ ~---- _----~._ w •• ••••• ftw
1 C46 01/01/05 l
1. C46 01/04/05 C
1 C~6 01/11/05 C
1 Cti6 01/18/05 C





























Honth End Balance for All Debts ti , 'i49.35
0.00Start dt; 02/01/05 AFDC Grantl
iDlIT
1 Cli6
# DBI Eff date Tran type
1 C46 02/01/05 L
1 Cli6 02/01/05 C
1 C~, 02/08/05 C
1 C46 02/15/05 C




































Month End Balance for All Oebts 4,556.35
0.00Start dt: 03/01/05 AFDC Grant,
i DBT
11 C~,
* DDT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 03/01/05 L
1 C~6 03/01/05 C
1 C46 03/08/05 C
1 C46 03/15/05 C
1 C~6 03/22/05 C
1 C46 03/29/05 C
1 C46 03/29/05 C



















































4 J 531. 35
Month End Halance for All Debts
000209
RUN DATEr 11/09/10
~ Nov. 9. 2010
HWFFF20P-l
1:36 PM cr _SUP port Se rvic es
STATE OF IDAHO
DE~ARTHENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE









start dtl 04/01/05 AFDC Grant! 0.00
I DBT
1 Cli' hI brought frwd 4 1 531.35
# DBT Eff date Tran type n'an amt Curl" alllt At'r.$ alnt Balance
1 C46 Oti/Ol105 L '35.00 635.00 0.00 5d66,35
1 Cli6 04105/05 e 132.00 13~.00 0.00 5,034.35
1 etC' 0li/12/05 C 132.00 132.00 0.00 4,902.35
1 C46 04/19/05 C 132.00 132.00 0.00 4,770.35




Month End Balance fOr All Debts 4 1 638.35
start db 05/01/05 AFDC Grant: 0.00
ft DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 4,638.35
# DBT Eff date Tran type 'fran alllt Curl" amt Arrs alllt Balance
1 e46 05/01105 L 635.00 '35.00 0.00 5,273.35
1 C46 05/03/05 C 132.00 132~OD 0,00 5,141. 35
05/03/05 CS30229705 132.00
Month End Balance for All Debts 5,141.35
start dtl 06/01/05 AFDC Grant I 0.00
# DDT
I eli' Bal brought frwd 5,141.35
ft DDT Eff date Tran type Tran alnt Curl" alnt Arrs amt Balance
1 Ctl6 06/01/05 L 635.00 635.00 0.00 5,776.35
1 e46 0"01105 C ~89,82 189.82 0.00 5,586.53
1 Ctl6 06/08/05 C 1'11. 25 171 ,25 0.00 5,415,28
I C46 06/13/05 C 171 ,25 171.25 0.00 5,24t1.03
1 Ctl6 06/13/05 C 93'.00 0.00 936.00 4,308,03
1 C46 06117/05 e 1'11. 25 102.68 68.57 4,13'.78




06/13/05 CStf0255705 911. 00
06/17/05 CS41128505 171 ,25
06/24/05 CS42816305 171.25
Month End Balance for All Debts
Start dtl 07/01/05 AFDC Grantl 0.00
000210
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STATE OF IDAHO
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_w P __ •• __ ••••••••••• ---.w----------- ftw • _ •••• ••••• - •• ----M-~-
ftDBT
1 Cli6 Bal brought frwd 3.965.53
.. DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curr ablt Arrs amt Balance
1 Cli6 07/01/05 l 635.00 635.00 0.00 'i,600,53
1 C46 07/01/05 C 171.25 171. 25 0.00 4. tf2!L 28
1 Cli6 01/08/05 C 171.25 171.25 0.00 li,258,03
1 C46 07/15/05 C 57.25 57.25 0.00 li.20o.78





Month End Balance for All Debts 11.087.68
Start db 08/01/05 AFDC Grantl 0.00
iDDT
1 Cli6 Bal brought frwd 4,087.68
I DBT Eft date Tl"an type Tran amt Curr ..bit Arrs alllt Balance
1 Cli6 OB/OU05 L 635.00 635.00 0.00 4,722.68
1 Cli6 OS/01/05 C 172.15 172.15 0.00 4.550.53
1 CII6 08/05/05 C 171.25 171. 25 0.00 4.379.28
1 C46 08/12/05 C 93.04 9:5.011 0.00 li ,286.24
1 C46 08/22/05 C :Uti .45 198.56 15.89 li,On.79






Honth End Balance for All Debt$ 3,867.83
start dt: 09/01/05 AFDC Grant: 0.00
~DBT
1 e46 Bal broUght frwd 3,867.83
fiDBT Eft date Tran type Tran amt CurT" alllt Ar-l'S amt Balance
1 C46 09/01/05 L 635.00 635.00 0.00 ti J 502.83
1 C46 09/02/05 C 171.25 171. 25 0.00 4,331.58
1 Ctf6 09/12/05 C 171. 25 171.25 0.00 4 1 160.33
1 Cli6 09/19/05 C 131. 54 131.54 0.00 4,028.79
1 Cli6 09/23/05 C 201.tf3 160.96 40,47 3,827.36
09/02/05 CS59193305 171:25
09/12/05 CS61299005 171. 25
09/19/05 CS62974305 131.54
09/23/05 CS6~052405 201.43





1:36 PM CISupport Servic e5
STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND' weLFARE









•••. M' ~. •. _··_·M~~ ~ft_ ••• _._._._~ --- ••• - ••• - •••• y------~.•
Start dtl 1010l/05 AFDC Grantl 0.00
# DBT
1 Cti6 BOll brought frwd 3,827.36
It DBT Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curf' ahlt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 10/01/05 L '35.00 635.00 0.00 4,462.31:
1 eli6 10103/05 C 9.53 9.53 0.00 4,ti62,83
1 Ctl6 10/07/05 C 171 ,25 171.25 0.00 if ,281. 58
1 Cti6 10/17/05 C 171.25 171 ,25 0.00 ii, 110. 3~
1 C4' lO/2ti/O5 C 171.25 171.25 0.00 3,939.08
1 C46 10/28/05 C 171.25 111. 72 59.53 3,767.83
10/03/05 cs65837805 9.53
10/07/05 CS67449105 171. 25
10/17/05 CS69596405 171.25
1012ti/05 CS71271105 171.25
10/28/05 CS72211905 171. 25
Month End Balance for All Debts 3,167.83
Start dt~ 11/01/05 AFDC GrBnt: 0.00
# DBT
1 Ct" Bal brought frwd 3,7(>7.83
# DDT Eff date Tran fyl:J8 Tran ahlt Curr amt Arrs ablt Balance
1 C46 11/01/0'5 l 635.00 635.00 0.00 4,402.83
1 CtI' 11/0'1/05 C 171.25 111. i!5 0.00 ti,231.58
1 Ct'i6 1l/lti/05 C 171. 25 171.25 0.00 4 1 060.33
1 C'i6 11/18/0!S C 111.25 171,25 0.00 31 889.08





Month End Balance for All Debts 3,717.n
start dt: 12101/05 AFDC Grantl 0.00
#DBT
1 C46 Bal brought frwd 3,717.B3
#DBT Eft date Tran type Tran amt Curr ain't Arrs amt Balance
1 Cti6 12/01/05 I. 635.00 635.00 0.00 t'i,352.83
1 C46 12/06/05 C 111.25 171.25 0.00 41 181.58
1 C4' 12121/05 C 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,010.33
1 C46 12/27/05 C 171. 25 171.25 0.00 3,8M.OB
12/06105 CS81ti80205 171. 25
12/21/05 CS85016305 171.25
12/27/05 CS85999105 171. 25
Month End Balance for All Debts 3 / 839.08
000212
.Nov, 9. 2010 1:36PM C Support Services
HW~~f20P-1 STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE








_._.~ P _.. ~~ R.• _ M_----._ ~----._- ---- -- -~--
Start dtl 01/01/06 AFDC Grantf 0.00
#DJH
1 Ctl6 hI brought frwd 3 / 839.08
I- DBI Eff date Tran type Tran amt Curl' IIlnt Arrs amt aalance
1 Clf6 01/01/06 l 635.00 635.00 0.00 '1 / 474.08
1 C46 01/05/06 C 171.25 171.25 0.00 4,302.83
1 Ci!6 01/10/06 C l50.6!i 150.65 0.00 4 / 152.18
1 C46 01/13/06 C 171.25 111.25 0.00 3,~80.93
1 C46 Ol/2:S/06 C 119.9:S 119.93 0.00 3,861.00
1 C46 01127/06 C 126.31 21.92 104 .39 3 / 734.69
01/05/06 CS01212B06 171.25
01/10/06 CS02417006 HiO.65
01113/06 CS03144306 171. 25
01/23/06 CS05031706 119.9:S
01/27/06 cs06i!li3t106 126.31
Month End Balance for All Debts 3,734.69
start dt: 02/0l/06 AFDC Grantz 0.00
* DiT
1 C46 hI brought frwd 3,73tf.69
If DDT Eff date fran type Tran Qmt Curl' alllt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 02101/06 L 635.00 635.00 0.00 tj,369.69
1 Cli' 02/06/06 C 110.00 110.00 0.00 4 / 259.69
1 C46 02/06/06 C 88.66 88.66 0.00 4 / 171.03




Month End Balance for All Debts tl, 071 . 03
Start dtl 03/01/06 AFDC Grantl
• DDT
1 Ctl6
• DBT Eff date Tran tY~e
1 Ctl6 03/01/06 L
0.00
Sal brought frwd





Month End Balance for All Debts 4,706.03
0.00start dtz 04/01/06 AFDC Grant:
# DBT
1 Ctl'
• DBT Eff date Tran type
1 Cli' 04/01/06 l




















1:36PM C~ _ Support Services
STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE









_ ••• __ ._ ••• ~ w ••••• ••• __ •• _._~ --pw •••••••••••••••••• --
1 Cli6 04/0610& C 200.00 200.00
1 C46 04127/06 C 100,00 100.00
0<1/0:5106 CS23li51606 1,10'7.00









0,00Start dtl 05/01/06 AFDC Grant;
.DBT
1 C46




















Month End Balance for All Debts tI.444.03
0.00start dt: 06/01/06 AFDC Grantr
ft DDT
I C46
tt DBT Eff date Tran t~~e
1 Ctl6 06/01/06 L


















Month End Balance for All Debts tI,979.03
start dt: 07/01/06 AFDC Grantl
It DBT
1 C46
# DBT Eff date Tran type
I C46 07/01/06 l
0.00
Bal brought frwd










Start dt; 08/01/06 AFDC Grant:
# DDT
1 Cli6
~ DHT Eff date Trah t~~e
1 C~6 08/01/06 L













Month End B~lance for All Debts 5,249.03
000214
RUN DATE I 11/09/10
"Nov. 90 2010
HWFFF20P-l
1:37PM G d Support Services
STATE OF· IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE









0.00start dt: 09/01/06 AFDC Grantl
# DBT
1 Ctl6
# DBT Eff date Tran type









Month End Balance for All Debts
0.00Start dtl lO/01/0~ AFDC Grantl
# DBT
1 Ctl 6
# DBT Eff date Tr8n type
1 C~~ 10/01/06 l


















Month End Balance for All Debts 6.'139.03
0.00Start dt, 11/01/06 AFDc Grant;
# DBT
1 Ctiti
# DDT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 11/01/06 L
1 C46 11/09/06 C
























































Month End Balance for All Debts
Start dt: 01/01/07 AFDC Grant:
ft DBT
1 C46
# DDT Eff date Tran type
0.00
Bal brought frwd





t Nov. 9. 2010
HWFFF20p·l
1:37PM Ch Support Services
STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE









1 e46 01/01/07 L 635.00 635.00 0.00 8,189.03
Month End Balance for All Debts 8,189.03
Start dt I 02/01/07 AFDe Grant: 0.00
.DBT
1 C46 BEll b..OUllht f ..wd 8,189.03
it DBT Eft date Tran bl'e Tran amt Curl" amt Arrs aMt Balance
1 C46 02/01/07 L 636.00 6S!L 00 0.00 8,824.03
Month End Balance for All Debts 8,824.03
0.00Start dCI 03/01/07 AFDC Grant.
* DBT
1 Ctl6
~ DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C~' 03/01/07 L
1 e46 03/07/07 C
























Month End lalance for All Debts
start dtl 04/01/07 AFDC Grant:
* DBT
1 e46
i DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 04/01/07 L
0,00
Bal brought frwd





Month End Balance for All Debts
0.00start dt: 05/01/07 AFDC Grantl
# DBT
1 C46
• DBT Eff date fran tYPt









Month End Balance for All Debts




Bell brought frwd 10,579.03
000216
RUN DATEr 11/09/10
• Nov. 9. 2010
HWFFF20P-l
1: 37PM C Suppo rt Se rv ices
STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE









tDBT Eft date T..all type Tran amt Cu ..... amt Arrs ..lilt Balance
I C46 06/01107 L 635.00 635.00 0.00 11,214.03
1 C46 06/19/07 c 200.00 200.00 0.00 11,01t1.03
06/19/07 CS46797307 200.00
Month End Balance for All Debts 11,014.03
sta ... t dtl 07/01107 AFDC G..antl 0.00
It DBT
I Ctl6 Ba1 brought frwd 11,014.03
* DBT Eft date Tran type Tran alllt Curl' alnt Arr"s ..lOt Balance
1 etl6 07/01/07 L 635.00 635.00 0.00 1l,6tj9.03
1 C46 07/09/07 C 100.00 100.00 0,00 1l,5tj9.03
1 C46 07/18/07 C 250.00 250.00 0.00 11/299.03
07/011/07 CS52152307 100.00
07/18/07 CS54463807 250.00
Honth End Balance for All Debts 11,299.03
sta ... t dtl Oa/01l07 AFDC G..antl 0,00
# DBT
1 C46 881 brought f ...wd 11,299.03
.' DBT Eff date Tran type Tran llmt Cur... amt Arrs amt Balance
1 C46 08/01/07 L 635.00 63.1), 00 0.00 1l/934.03
1 C46 08/10/07 C 180.00 180.00 -0.00 11,754.03
08/10/07 Csta021ti07 180.00
Month End Balance for All Debts 11,75ti. 03
0.00start dtr 09/01/07 AFDC Grantl
# DDT
1 Cti6
ft DBT Eff date Tran type
1 Ctl6 09/01/07 L


















Month End Balance for All Debts
0.00start dtl 10/01/07 AFDC Grant:
"'DDT
1 Cti6
• DBT Eff date Tran ty~e
1 e4' 10/01/07 L

















RUN DATE I 11/09/10
• Nov. 9. 2010
HWFFF20P p i
1:37PM C Support Services
STATE OF IDAHo
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE










Month End Balance for All Debts
0.00Start dt; 11/01/07 AFDC Grantz
It DBT
1 Cli6
~ DBT Eft date Tran type









Month End Balance for All Debts
0.00start dt; 12/01/07 AFDC Grantl
, DBT
1 C46* DDT Eff date Tran type









Month End Balanee fo,. All Debts 13,519.03
0.00start dt: 01/01/08 AFDC Grant;
# DDT
1 Cli'
• DBT Eff date Trao type








14 J 151L 03
Month End Balance for All Debts
0.00start dtr 02/01/08 AFDC Grantl
# DBT
1 Cli6* DBT Eff date T,.an type









Month End Balance for All Debts
0.00start dtl 03/01/08 AFDc Grantl
# OBT
1 C46
# DBT Eff date Tran type









Month End Balance for All Debts lS,tj~ii.03
000218
• Nov. 9. 2010
HWFFF20P-l
1:37 PM C Sup port Servic es
STATE 01= IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE








0.00Start dtl 04/01/08 AFDC Grantl
,. DBT
1 C46
* DBT Eff date Tran type















0.00Start dtl 05/01/08 AFDC Grantr
ODIT
1 C46



























Month End Balance for All Debts
0.00Start dtl 06/01/08 AFDC Grant!
* DBT
1 e46
# DBT Eff date Tran tYPe














0.00start dt: 07/01/08 AFDC Grant:
*" DBT
1 e46




















Month End Balance for All Debt$
0.00Start dtl 08/01/08 AFDC Grant.
#DIT
1 Cl!l6* DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 08/01/08 l




















1:38 PM C~ SUP P0 rt Seryice s
STATE OF IDAHO
DErARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE








REGION I 04__ ~ •• _._ •. _•••• _.•• _.M. M•••• _._ .•. _... _~ __ ~ ~ ••.. .••. _.
os/25/08 CS69546608 251.02
Month End Balance for All Debts 18.065.51
0.00Sta~t dtl 09/01/0B AFDc Grant;
# DBT
1 eli6
.. DBT Eff date Tran type













0.00Start dtl 10/01/08 AFDC Grantr
i'DBT
1 C46




















Month End Balance fo .. All Debts 19.129.51
0.00start dtr 11/01/0B AFDc Grant;
#DBT
1 C46
# DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 11/01/08 L
Tran amt
635.00
Bal brought f ..wd





Month End Balance for All Debts 19,764.51
0.00Start dtl 12/01/08 AFDC Grantl
itDBT
1 C/"
• DBT Eff date Tran type









Month End Balance for All Debts 20,399.51
Start dt: 01/DI/09 AFDC Grant£
• DDT
1 C46
• DBT Eff date Tran ty~e
1 C46 01/01/09 L
0.00
Ba1 brought frwd







'I • Nov. 9. 2010
HWFFF20P-l
1:38PM Cr Support Services
STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALT~ AND WELFARE









•• __ M~~_~ .W ••••••••••••••••• ~ ftP ••••••••••••••••• ~w _
Month End Balance for All Debts 21,03ti.51
0.00Start dtl 02/01/09 AFDC Grantr
fDBT
1 C46* DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C4~ 02/01/09 L


















Month End Balance for All Debts 21.569. !;i!
start dt; 03/01/09 AFDC Granti
.DBY
1 e46
• DBT Eff date Iran type
1 C46 03/01/09 l
0.00
Sal brought frwd





Month End Balance for All Debts 22,204.51
0.00Start dtl 04/01/09 AFDC Grant;
iDIT
1 C46
* DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 0~/01/09 L
Tran amt
635.00
BQl brought frwd 22,204.51
Curr amt Arr$ amt Balance
635.00 0.00 ~2J839.51
Month End Balance for All Debts 22.839.51
start dt; 05/01/09 AFDC Grantl
.DBY
1 C46
• DDT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 05/01/09 L
0.00
Bal brought frwd





Month End Balance for All Debts 23,474.51
0.00start dt: 06/01/09 AFDC Grant:
# DDT
1 Cli6
• DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 0~/01/09 L


















• " aNov. 9. 2010 1:38PM C Support Services
HWfFF20P-l STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARlMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE









1 Ctl' 0'/30/09 C 185,00 1315.00 0,00 23 1 474.51
1 C46 06/30/09 C 185.00 0.00 25.00 23,449,51
06/30/09 CS155278909 500.00
06/~0/09 CS55279009 160.00
Month End Balance for All Debts 23,449.51
Start dt; 07/01/09 AFDC Grant: 0.00
# DDT
1 Cli6 Sal brought f ..wd 23,4'i9.51
* DBT Eff date rran typs Tran amt Cu..r Bmt ArNI amt Balance
1 C46' 07/01/09 L 6'35.00 635.00 0.00 24,084,51
Month End Balance for All Debts 24,084,51
0.00Start dt: 08/01/09 AFDC Grantl
*' DBT
I Cti6
~ DBT Eff date Tran type
l C46 08/01/09 L
nOBn amt
635.00
BOIl brought frwd 24 1 084,51
curr a~t Arrs Bmt Balance
6'35.00 0.00 24,719.51
Month End Balance for All Debts 24,719.51
Start dt: 09/01/09 AFDc Grant:
It ORr
1 Cil6
# DBT Eff date Tran type
1 e46 09/01/09 L
0.00
DBI brought frwd





Month End Balance for All Debts 25,354,51
0.00Start dtl 10/01/09 AfDC Grant:
* DBT
1 eLl6
# DBT Eff date rran type
1 eli' 10/01/09 L
1 e46 10/16/09 C
























Month End Balance for All Debts







1:38PM c~ _Support Services
STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE









_ •• __ •••••••• w w •••••••••• ~ ~ •••••••• _._~w w_. .. __ ~~ Pft_.
""DDT
1 eli6












Month End Balance fo~ All Debts 25,989.51
0.00Sta~t dt: 12/01/09 AFDC G~ant:
tDBI
1 etl6
"" DBT Eff date Tran type









Month End Balance fo~ All Debts
0.00sta~t dt: 01/01/10 AFDC Grant,
.. DDT
1 Cli6










Month End Balance for All Debts 27,259.51
0.00Start dt: 02/01/10 AFDC Grant:
I'DBT
1 C<i6
"" DBT Eff date Tran type









Month End Balance for All Debts 27 / 894.51
0.00Start dt; 03/01/10 AFDC Grantl
It DBT
1 e46
# DST Eff date Tran type









Month End Balance for All Debts 28.529.51
Start dtl 04/01/10 AFDC Grantl
# Dsr
1 C46
I' DBT Eff date Tran tvpe
0.00
Bal brought frwd





• ~ t ·Nov. 9. 2010
HWFFF20P-l
1:38 PM C.~ SUP P0 rt Servic es
STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WElFAR~











Month End Balance for All Debts
start dt: 05/01/10 AFDC Grant:
t DBT
1 Ci(6
i DBT Eft date Tran type
1 C~6 05/01/10 l
0.00
Bal brought t ....wd










0.00Sta .... t dt: 06101/10 AFDc Brant;
*' DBT
1 Cli6




















Month End Balanee for All Debt$
0.00Start dt: 07/01/10 AFDC Grant;
i DBT
1 C~6
~ DBT Eff date Tran type









Month End Balance for All Debts 27,957.91
Start dtr 08/01/10 AFDC Grant, 0,00
# DBT
1 C46 8a1 brought frwd 27,957.91
ft DBr Eft dab Tran type Tran amt Curl" amt Arrs alnt BBlance
1 Ctt6 08/01/10 L 635.00 635,00 0.00 28,592,91
1 eli6 08/27/10 C 500.00 .500.00 0.00 28,092.91
1 C4~ 08/27/10 C 140.00 135,00 0.00 27,957.91
08/27/10 CS76412810 .500,00
08/27/10 CS76~12910 135.00
Month End Balance for All Debts





1:39PM C~ Support Services
STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE
OFFICIAL FINANCIAL ANALYSIS REPORT









~ DBT Eff date Tran type









Honth End Balance for All Debts 28.592.91 .
0.00Start dt; 10/01/10 AFDC Grant;
iDBT
1 elf&
# DBT Eff date Tran type
1 C46 10/01/10 L
Tran amt
635,00
Bal brought frwd 28,592.91
Curr amt Arrs amt Balance
&35.00 0.00 29 , 227.91
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Aui' 9. L010 8:4? AM
Wlenhoff Drug Testing
5125 N. Glenwood St.
Boise, Idaho 83714
208-376-5600
Wle oatt Urug lesting No. 6~5(1 p,
AITENTION:




Test Type: Court Ordered
Collection DateITlme: 0810312010 3:20 PM
Batch 10: 2100803H
Specimen 10: 1141964
Date COC Received: 0810312010
Sample Type: Hair





Company: Wienhoff & Associates (Hair) (WIEHAIR)
Participant: Amy Slane, CV DR 03006900
Participant ID: 812
SSN:
Results of Controlled Substance Test
Laboratory: Omega
400 N. Cleveland Ave.
Mogadore, OH 44260
Collection Site: Wienhoff Drug Testing
5125 N. Glenwood St.
Boise,lO 83714




Hair length 1.5 Inches - approximate 90 day time frame.




Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908






IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
MOTION IN LIMINE
COMES NOW Defendant-Petitioner Amy Beth Slane, by and through her attorney of
record, and hereby files this Motion in Limine to exclude at trial the following:
1. The testimony of Melinda Bigelow, Robin Bennett, and Thomas B. Dominick.
These potential witnesses were not disclosed until the attached Adams Second and Third
Supplemental Discovery Responses were served on or about December 14 and 15,2010. A copy
of the Second Supplemental Discovery Response is attached hereto as Exhibit 2. Defendant's
J MOTION IN LIMINE - 1 000228
initial discovery responses dated May 21, 2010, did not disclose the aforementioned witnesses.
The pretrial discovery cutoff was November 30,2010. At that time the Defendant disclosed the
following witnesses: Steven Adams and Nikki Adams. See Exhibit 1 to the Affidavit of Thomas
B. Dominick.
2. Any exhibits other than those in Exhibit 1 attached to the Affidavit ofThomas B.
Dominick. On November 30, 2010, Steven Adams listed the following exhibits: Idaho
Department of Health and Welfare repayment agreement, Lowell Elementary Notice of Tardies
and numerous letters from Runsvold to Dominick. See Exhibit 1.
On December 14,2010, the Defendant listed (for the first time) the following additional
exhibits: United Drug Testing lab report sample taken 12/7/10 with cover letter, administrative
Subpoena Duces Tecum ad Testificandum dated March 8,2008, Idaho Department ofHealth and
Welfare letters and related papers re: modification of support dated October 21, 2009, Idaho
Department of Health and Welfare CSS repayment agreement dated November 22,2010, Idaho
Department of Health and Welfare child support statements and payment coupons for April,
August, October and December 2010, report card IQ 2010-11 with attendance detail,
photographs ofIsabella at Ms. Bigelow's home and/or with Steven, and two additional letters
from Dominick to Runsvold and vise versa. Other than the drug test results, these additional
exhibits were not disclosed in discovery or otherwise prior to December 14th•
On December 15, 2010, Steven Adams listed the following additional exhibits: numerous
photos ofIsabella's wall bedroom and Idaho Department ofHealth and Welfare files and records
related to Mr. Adams' child support obligation. These documents and proposed exhibits were
not disclosed prior to December 15th and should not be allowed at trial. The pictures are
undecipherable. See above pretrial order.
Oral argument is requested.
DATED this fi...Jay of December, 2010.
THOMA~-----
Attorney for Defendant-Petitioner
MOTION IN LIMINE - 2
000229
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the f..~.day of December, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
P. O. Box 917
Caldwell, Idaho 83606










~. - ~ .
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH nJDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STAIE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
Attomey at Law ISB #2975





NOTICE OF SERVICE OF
DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS










































COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record James
M. Runsvold and serves notice ofservice of the following documents by the method
indicated below, addressed as shown below, on the It/day of ~',2010:
, ADAMS' SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL 7lsCOVEYR RESPONSE










_C fled Mail-Receipt #__
_ ax #342-6553
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the / ¥. day of~ ,
2010, a true and correct copy ofthe foregoing do1Ument was ?elit to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick







NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-2
000232
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF nm FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
Attomey for Stephen W. Adams
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BElli SLANE,
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
Attorney at Law ISB #2975





















































COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney ofrecord James
M. Runsvold and supplements his discovery responses as follows:
1. Adams' trial witnesse~
a. Stephen W. Adams is expected to testify about his repayment agreement with
Idaho Department ofHealth and Welfare Child Support Services; his inoome; child.
support payments he has made; visitation with the parties' daughter; her tardies/absences
from school and school performance; his living arrangements; and related matters.











b. Nikki Adams (Mrs. Stephen W. Adams) is expected to testify about visitations
with the parties' daughter; her tardiesJabsences from school and school performance; her
family's living arrangements; and related matters.
Co Melinda Bigelow (465-9972),1231 S. Cassia Place, Nampa ID 83686 is
expected to testify about Stephen's parenting of Isabella from infancy up to at least
three years of age, and frequency of the times Stephen had Isabella, with him.
d. Robin Bennett, is expeded to testify about Stephen and Amy's
involvement with Bella's schooling, and Bella's school attendance and performance
(phone Dumber and address to be supplemented).
e. Shawn Herrity (608-8514), 9626 Rustiea Dr., Boise ID 83709, is expected to
testify about spending time with his own daughter, Stephen, and Isabella, and
observing Stephen being a good and attentive parent.
2. Adams' trial exhibits
a. Idaho Department ofHealth and Welfare Repayment Agreement (June 6,
2010) (served previously).
b. Lowell Elementary-notice of tardies (served previously).
c. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 5/21/10.
d. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 5/26/10.
e. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 5/27/10.
f. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 6/1/10.
g. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 6/2/10.
h. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 6/2/10.
i. Letter from Dominick to RWlsvold, 6/2/10.
j. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 7/2/10.
k. Letter from Runsvold to Dominickl 7/21110.
1. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 7/22/10.
m. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 7/26/10.
n. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 8/4/10.
o. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 8/26/10.
p. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick. 9/30/10.
q. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 10/4/10.
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· f. Any other document or thing for rebuttal or impeachment purposes.
s. United Drug Testing Labs report, salllple taken 12nllO, with cover letter'"
t. Administrative SUbpoena Duces Tecum and Ad Testificandum, March 8,
2008.*
u. Idaho Department of Health and Welfare letters and related papen re:
modification of support, October 21, 2009.*
v.ldaho Department of Health and Welfare-CSS RepaymentAgreement,
November 22, 2010.*
w. Idaho Department of Health and Welfare monthly child support
statements and payment coupons, April, August, October, and December, 2010. '"
x. Report card, lQ 2010-ll with attendance detail.*
y. Photograph(s) ofIsabeUa at Ms. Bigelow's home and/orwith Stephen.
z~·Letter from Dominick to Runsvold,12/14110.*
aa. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 12/14/10.*
• enclosed he1'






I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on tllef-rt dayof~
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing do'tUment waS~ent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B: Dominick
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702
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JAMES M. RUNSVOLD) ATTORNEY
JAMES M. RUNSVOLO, ISB #2975
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702
Re: Slane v. Adams
Dear Mr. Dominick:
CASSANDRA J. PAGE, LEGAL ASSISTANT
December 10.2010
Sent via fax: 342-6553
Enclosed herewith is another "clean" drug test for my client Steve Adams. Will
your client Amy Slane now permit a resumption afmy client's regular overnight
visitations with the party's daughter Bella?
Please advise specifically what Amy will allow and when it can start.
Your assistance in this matter will be very much appreciated.
ENCL: 12/7/10 drug test report
P.O. BOX 917 • CALDWELL, IDAHO. 83606·0917
PHONE; 208-459-2610 • FAX: 208-459-0288







CUent Name: ADAMS, STEPHEN














Teet Reason: URINE ANALYSIS
Approved: 12/09/10 03:16PM



























TO: St,;phen Wayne Adams ~ Obligor, . 1826 S Pacific St, Boise, ID, 83705·3236
RICHARD M. ARMSTRONG
D1RECTOR



















STATE OF IDAHO, ex reI Richard M. Armstrong,
Director of the Department of
Health and Welfare of the State of Idaho
Stephen Wayne Adams
: . '
IN AND FOR THE-STATE OF IDAHO .~~"."":": .....






YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANOEO to appear before Amy Sisneros, a Self Re.liance
Specialist with the Department of Health and Welfare, at 1720 Westgate Dr., Boise, lD 83704
.at the hour of 9:00 AM on the 20th day of April, 2009, and bring with you and produce for
examination and copying the folloWing items and documents including, but not lil'TUted to,
books, records, statements, and other data rela.ted to:
4 : • : .':: '.: ... • • ......."": '. •
Provide copies of bank statemeri:t§)' v~tji'Gle.~ fel9Lstr,Cj,tions.· ·and. prcip~·rtY·. deeqs/rental'
agreements. Failure to comply may resultirfCrlmina+,-oonfempt of court' c1"larges against
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EXBIBIT(i:)
000238
In lieu of actual appearance, this subpoena may be satisfied by delivering the requested
information to the person listed above five (5) days prior to the date specified above.
This sUbpoena is authorized and issued pursuant to Idaho Code Section 56-227C. This
subpoena is enforceable in, and failure to comply is punishable by, contempt of court
proceedings in state district court.
DAiED This cJO day of--i1!I~ ,d/fJt:.
ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPdENA DUCES TECUM AND AD TESTIFICANDUM








C, l. 'BUTCH' O'rTER • GtlVornol
RICHARD M, ARMSTJ!lONG ·Dlre-tor
october 21, 2009
Rus~~'1 S. Barron· A~ministrator






1826 S PACIFIC 5T
BOISE, 10 83705-3236
INTENT TO REVIEW FOR MODIFICATION OF SUPPORT -
RE: Amy 8. Slane
Dear Stephen W. Adams:
Order #: CVDR03D0690D
Your order is being reviewed to determine if the amount of support should be changed.
Please complete and return the enclosed Affidavit for Support by November 20, 2009 so we
can verify your income and situation. Your signature must be notarized. We usually have a
notary available in our office.
Please also send:
1. A copy of your tax returns with your W-2s.
2. Copies of your pay stubs.
3. Copies of other documents you want us to consider.
Also enclosed is information about the review process.






Enclosure: Review for Modification Information CSS 602
Affidavit of Support CSS 651





e, ~. 'SUTCH' OTIER • Governor
RICHARD M. A~M$TRoNG • Direc1cr
October 21,2009
STEPHEN W. ADAMS
1826 S PACIFIC ST
BOISE. ID 83705-3236
RE: AMY 8. SLANE
Notice of Your Right to Request a Review
For Modification of your Support Order
Russell S. Sarron - AdmJnJ$trolcr





Dear Stephen W. Adams:
This letter is to let you know that you have a. right to ask Child Support Services to review your
child support order to see if it should be changed. You must ask us in writing. If one parent is
receiving state assistance, the state may ask for the review. If this happens, we will send you
a letter to let you know. We can review your case if:
* The order is at least 3 years old or there has been a major change in one parent's
financial situation or the needs of the child.
* The order does not include medical insurance coverage on the Child(ren) by at least one
parent. (If we add this to the order, it may also change the child support amount.)
How we determine what the child support amount should be:
We send you a form to complete that asks for your income, assets and family information.
You return it along with proof of your statements. We tMn use the Idaho Child Support
Guidefines to see what the support amount should ber based on both parent"s financial
situation.
If we do not get the income and asset information:
We will contact the other parent and other sources to get child support related information
about you. We can also determine income that would be available to you based on your
cooperation.
How the order is changed:
In Idaho, only the court can change the order. After the review we will send you a letter telling
you if we think the order should be changed and by how much. If the support should
INCREASE or DECREASE at least 15% (and at least $50.00) per month, or if medical support
should be ordered, our attorney will ask the court to change the support order.
What this will cost:
Normally, if you asked for the review, you have to pay the cost for legal services if the court
changes your order. The Cost Recovery Schedule is enclosed. It explains the cost for
modification. If the state requests the review, you may not have to pay for the modification.
CSS 604
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IDAHO FEE AND COST RECOVERY INFORMATION
Idaho's Child Support Program charges fees and recovers costs for some services.
Application Cost - $25,00 - An application fee is required. The $25.00 must be submitted with
the application.
Federal Collection Fee - $25.00 - Charged annually to the noncustodial party.
Income rax Refund Offset Fee - $25.00 - The offset fee is charged the custodial party each
time we collect Federal or State income tax refunds for them. We will take the fee from the
tax refund before we send it to the custodial party. Amounts received by offset of Federal
income tax refund or tax rebate based on a joint tax return will be held for up to six (6) months
before distribution. No interest will be paid on amounts held.
IRS Full Collection Service Fee - $122.50 ~ IRS collection services only have limited applica-
tion and are available only when other resources are exhausted. The custodial party is
charged a one-time fee of $122.50 that is paid to the IRS before the service is provided. IRS
services are not used without consent of the custodial party.
Fees and Costs Charged by Other states ~ When we involve another state in your case, you
will be responsible to pay any fees or costs they assess. The other state will take the fee from
----..tne ~suppo-rfl56fore'it' IS senno"uS:- .. -
Recovery of Other Money You Owe Us.
'" If we give you a support payment in error, the payment must be promptly retumed to us.
* If you pay with a personal Check and your bank does not honor the check, a $~O.OO fee
will be charged and you wiU not get credit for that payment.
* A payment may be based on the offset of Federal Income tax refund or tax rebate. If
such a payment is sent to the custodial party and the IRS takes back the amount offset,
the amount taken back must be paid to us by the custodial party. If repayment in full is
not possible, a repayment plan can be arranged. Contact us for payment options.
Cost and Fee Recovery - You may be responsible to pay for 'the cost of certain fees and
legal services.
If you are the custodial party:
* If you can not pay the amount you owe us in full, we will keep 20% of each support
payment you receive until the amount you owe is paid in full. .
* /f you have more than one case, we will keep 20% of each support payment, on every
case, payable to you until the cost is paid. This also includes cases paid to you through
the State Child Support Payment Distribution Unit, which we are not enforcing.
* We try to get an order for the non-custodial party to pay these costs.
* If we do, the recovery amount will be sent back to the custodian when the fees have
been paid by the non-custodial parent.
If you are the non-custodial parent: If you owe us fees or legal costs and cannot pay the
amount in full, contact us to arrange a payment plan.
The next page will tell you how much is charged for legal actions.
CSS 852 - Page 1
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Review for Modification Information
Modification Review means looking at the situation of the parents and children to see if the
support order should be changed.
This letter answers the most common questions about modification reviews. If you have more
questions, calf us at 1-800-356-9868 or (208) 334-2479.
How are cases selected for review?
We choose cases for review if:
• The case has an Idaho support order, and
• The custodial parent or child is receiving assistance, or one of the parents has
requested the review,
Orders are reviewed every three years unless a major change happens before then.
How do you decide if a major change has happened?
We look at:
• A change in the situation or income of one or both parents.
• A change in the needs of the child (for example: medical or educational).
• A change in custOdy.
• The support amount to see if it is the amount it should be.
Who can ask for a modification review?
Any adult or support agency involved in the case can ask for the review. The request
must be in writing.
What happens during the review?
Both parents are sent a form that needs to be filled out and returned. We use this
information to figure out if the support order should be changed.
If the form is not completed, we will use the best information we can find.
We use the Child Support Guidelines to calculate the support amount. We send both
parents a letter to let them know if we think the support amount should change.
Once the review is started, can it be stopped?
Yes, in some cases the review can be stopped. However, stopping a review might mean
your order won't be reviewed for another three years.
Parents who receive temporary cash assistance, Medicaid, or Food Stamps do not have a
choice of whether or not the order is reviewed.
If the parents do not receive assistance, the person who asked for the review can give us a
written request to stop the review. If it is stopped, the other parent can request a review.







Can the review be stopped without someone asking?
Yes, there are reasons the review could stop. They include:
• The person who requested the review did not fiJI out and return the form.
, We cannot find the other parent.
If a review is stopped, the order may not be reviewed for another three years.
What happens once the review is done?
We will sent you a letter to let you know if we think the order should be changed.
If we think it should be changed, we will send your case to our attorney.
If we do not think it should be changed, the review is over. You can contact a private
attorney if you do not agree with our results.
How much does a modification cost?
If you ask for the review, you have to pay the costs of modification. Information about our
fees for services is enClosed.
If the state requested the review, you may not have to pay for the modification.
Other Information:
If the order does not mention medical support, we will include medical support language
.when the order is modified. .
As required, "Automatic and Immediate Income Withholding" is added to all orders.
We are not allowed to handle issues like visitation, custody, or property settlements. You
will need a private attorney to handle these issues.
Please tell us if you get a private attorney to help with your support case. You should also
tell your attorney that you have a case WIth us so we can work together on your case.
ess 602 • 5/97
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STATE OF IDAHO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE
CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES
REPAYMENT AGREEMENT
I, Stephen W. Adams, acknowledge I am presently delinquent in my child support obligation in
the amount of $32031.07. I also acknowledge I may owe other ongoing obligations and/or
arrears not included in the above sum. These debts may not be subject to license suspension
action but may qualify for other enforcement remedies.
I understand that I am legally obligated by a court or administrative order to pay child support
of $635.00 each month.
, understand I have agreed to make monthly payments in the amount of $.....L1...C...O.....O'--- _
towards this delinquency in addition to paying my current child support obligation.
.J understand that my total monthly payment will be $645,00 beginning DECEMBER 2010.
I understand that I am required to make a Jump sum payment of $645.0%pUE IN NQV~MBER .d.
2010 that~ilJlo,be applied~args my child ~upport delinqu~('Icy. 260. WO--~ fY\o...\ lP
NOV \0'""- 20\0. t:::.lV CU'lc..t:. \V\ '2.... uJ~s ~
I understand that as a condition of this agreement, I agree to keep Child Support Services
informed of my current address, my current place of employment, and any changes in my·
income or assets.
I understand this agreement in no way prohibits Child Support Services from pursuing other
collections methods including, but not limited to, federal and state tax offsets, garnishments,
and lottery offsets.
I understand this agreement is SUbject to modification' at any time prior to payment in full of the .
delinquency, based upon a change in my income.
I understand if I fail to make a monthly payment, the entire delinquency will become due and
payable immediately.
I understand Child Support Services may begin license suspension proceedings immediately
upon the failure to make a payment under this agreement.
I understand an additional lump sum payment will be required if I fail to keep this agreement,
and license suspension proceedings will resume, If I wish to enter into another repayment
agreement, an additional lump sum will be required; the amount required will be determined
when that agreement is sIgned.
CSS 1014 - 4/06. pageExHmIT ( V )
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This Repayment Agreement is not binding until both the Obligor and Child Support Services
have signed this document. Payment is required at the time of signing and the Repayment
Agreement is not binding until money is paid or another arrangement such as a wage
withholding order, etc., is in place.
The name, address, and telephone number of my current employer is:
- C1l~f.l& '4~dWn
DATED this / ( }i;;t: day of "--'-=-"'~",,"*,""""""''''''"''''''__' ;;Je(0 .
I, , Self Reliance Specialist for Child Support Services,
Department of Health and Welfare, State of Idaho do hereby certify that Stephen W. Adams, .
has entered into the above repayment agreement with Child Support Services.
DATED this ~ day of_..,.... , _
Self Reliance Specialist
Child Support Services
Department of Health and Welfare
cc; CSS File
Obligor
RE: Case #: 188105
css 1014 w 4/06· Page 2
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Payment~ re~eived after the end
of last month will not show
until ~our next statement.
ADAMS, STEPHEN W
1826 S PACIFIC ST
BOISE ID 837053236
MARCH



















TOTAL ENDING BALANCE: 31972.67
YOU HUSr HAVE YOUR CHILD OVER 50% OF THE TIME TO CLAIM THEM FOR THE
EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT. CAll. THE IRS AT 1'-BIlO-S29-1040. PAY ONLINE
WITH A CREDIT CARD AT WWW.IDAHDCHILD.ORG. (ADDITIONAL CHARGES APPLY)
~Adjust~ents made to your balance.
Past due child support amounts that meet ~tedit reporting requirements
shall be reported to all· major credit reporting agencies.
Please detach coupon and return with payment.
»» NOTICE: a $20.00 fee will be charged on all rat~rned checks. ««
~~~~ NCP PAYMENT COUPON ****
If your .ddress has changed,
~lease enter your new address b,low.













BOISE ID 83707-0108 _____________ 00- 678·79
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Payments received after the end
of last month will not show
until your next statem€nt.
ADAMS, STEPHEN W





















TOTAL ENDING BALANCE: 31401.07
YOU MUST HAVE YOUR CHILD OVER 50X OF THE TIME TO CLAIM THEM FQR THE
EARNED INCOME TAX CR~DIT. CALL THE IRS AT 1-800-829-1040. PAY ONLINE,
WITH A CREDIT CARD AT WWW.IDAHDCHILD.ORG. (ADDITIONAL CHARSES APPLY)
*Adjustments made to your balanee.
Past due child $u~port amounts that meet credit repo~ting requirements
sh.ll be reported to .11 major credit reporting agencies.
Please det.~h coupon and returh with payment.
»» NOTICE: c *20.00 fee will be charged on .11 returned checks, ««
***. NCP PAYMENT COUPON ~~~*














If you~ address has changed,








P~yments received after the end
of lest month will not show



























TOTAL ENDING BALANCE: 32031.07
YOU MUST HAVE YOUR CHILD OVER 507. OF THE TIME TO CLAIM THEM FOR THE
EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT. CALL THE IRS AT 1"80D-829-1040. PAY ONLINE
WITH A CREDIT CARD AT WWW.IDAHOCHllD.ORG. (AOOITIONAl CHARGES APPLY)
~Adjustments made to your balance.
Past due ch11d sUPPort amounts that meet credit reporting reQuira~ents
shall be reported to all ~ajor credit reporting agencies.
-------~----~---------------------------
Please deta~h coupon and return with payment.
»» NOTIcE: a $20.00 fee will be charged on all returned checks. ««
**~* NCP PAYMENT COUPON ~**~
DATE DUE: OCTOBER 2010
MONTHLY AMOUNT DUE: 635.00










If your addr85s has changed,
please entar your new address below.
00-598-59
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Payments received after the ena
of last month will not show




NOVEMBER ACTIVITY DECEMBER ACTIVITY















TOtAL ENDING BALANCE: 32456.07
YOU MUST HAVE YOUR CHILD OVER 507, OF tHE TIME TO CLAIM THEM FOR THE
EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT. CALL THE IRS AT 1-800"829-1040. PAY ONLINE
WITH A CREDIT CARD AT WWW.IDAHOCHILD.ORG: (ADDITIONAL CHARGES APPLY)
*Adjustment~ made to your belan~e.
Past due child support amounts that meet credit riPorting reQUirements
5h~ll be reported to ell major ~redit reportin~ agencies.
Please detach cou~on and return witn ~ayment.
:»» NOTICE: a $'20.00 fee will be cherged on all returned checks. ««
**** NCP PAYMENT COUPON ****
If your address has changed,
please enter your new address below.
DATE DUE: DECEMBER 2010
MONTHLY AMOUNT DUE: 635.00
(Includes this month's ~hild ~uPPDrt'
AMOUNT SENT:











For a Better Tomorrow
The PllfP06l1 11'this ~rt is ItJ inform roll ofY()IJr chl/eI's
p,rfrlrmllncs. It ill /J••ed on /9Qchef obNrvetiCln, indiVft:Ju,1
psI1iQi~tkJn, te.st scoms, and rtfher criteria•
INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRJCT OF BOISE CITY
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"
Student Daily Attendance Detail
Isabella RheatihOtl Slane
10#: 10494.27771 Grade: 02 DOB:
Page 1 of 1
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DOMINICK LAw 'OFFrces;' p~L.Lc.' ", ,
I·r ' 12/14/201e 09:40 20 655:3 1 I ... SCOTT LAW 0 E PAGE e2/a2,', '~1~ '?:;./I , ~ .. f/'I
, '
A:r toR !"Hi Y. AT LA:W
'Jhot!laS' a DominiCk, E:.sq.,
E~: tbm@dorrilnicklaWofflO$l!l.~
, December '14, 2010 '
I ' "
. 5OQ. w. :8£blQock' I ,
, ' -BOIse. Idaho ElS702' ,_',
, '20ei33e-2844 , " ,
, ,,'~~..etl5S ',','
"" .;
Mi. James M~ Runsvold
A~m~'at:Law .. I
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite, C
, P. Ol Box: 917 '
BoiSe, Id8hb 83606: ' ,
,(208) 459-0288...:. F:acs~mile ' , '
, '
RE:' ' 'Sta~ ofl~o ~. S~ W~yt'le Adams and' Amy Beth Sbu:ref", ,
" Amy:a~ S~;v..Steven Waync,AdSms ,,', ,





" 01 '," I
,Dear Jim:
: .I am' ip r~pt:.bf yoUi' letter dated today. I mn,willing ito stip~te to the· report' ,': ,
card you sent, so' long as the report card has Isabe.tla~ s nam~ 00:it 'J!he,on. ,you ptOVided, ,
'does not have' her name on it I am, unwilling to, Eltl'PU1ate to ~ur cl1etrt's.sa:nva,drttg test'
,ftO~ Untted'r>Ng Testing:Ubs,or to your letter attest.k.g,tO the same. ,',.' .' .' , '~:'"
, M~..,o~ce,has"talked ~lli Amy ~~ding.Your_~Iient~~'visiiation:.$he~ w.imng'to" ,', ", ,:',' "
:il.gree to··Stev.en having visitlmon with Isabella',conimencmg Sa.tU.tda.y, Decembet IStit.
from '10:00, .a..m. to· ($:00 .'p.rn.. Said vlsi~on will altemMe every. 'Qthii SatuttIty, :from ' , ;:'.", .
, 10;00 ,a.m. to 6:00 'p.m. 'Steven',hE bot"had: visitation 'Mt1;llSabella in' 't.bi8e"riwntb.!!. ' , ,
, '1;'htrefore" there will be rirI, dvernig1:tt vtsjt,s at this, time u.nti1 he gets reaequainted with .'
, .Isabella,.and there-is., a 'private room for ~er., Please provide the private ioqm picturesyou '


















JAMES M. RUNSVOLD, ATTORNEY
JAMES M. RU'NSVOLD, ISB 112975
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Offices. PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702
Re: Slane v. Adams
Dear Mr. Dominick:
CASSANDRA 1. PAGE. LEGAL ASSISTANT
December 14,2010





Thank: you for your faxed letter ofDecember 14 regarding exhibits and visitation.
The current report card does have Isabella's name on it. The one I sent you must
have been cut off by·the fax machine.
Anl1>assertion that Isabella needs to become "reacquainted" with Stephen is
absurd, since he sees her frequently at school and frequently talks to her on the phone.
Further. I don't recall "promising" to provide photos. I did offer mutual home inspections
and did not get your agreement to that.
But regardless, my client will have to take wha.t Amy dictates for visitation,
however ungenerous that may be, absent an order. Therefore, Stephen will be at Amy's
on Saturday December 18 at 10:00 a.m. to pickup Isabella.




P.O, BOX917. CALDWELL, TOAHO. 83606-0917
PHONE: 208-459·2610 • FAX: 208459-0288
623 S. K1MBALL AVE., S1'E. C, CALDWELL, LDAHO
EXHIBIT (4. Q. )
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
Attorney at Law ISB #2975





NOTICE OF SERVICE OF
DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
Plaintiff,
Defendants.














































COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attomey of record James
M. Runsvold and serves notice ofservice of the following documents by the method
indicated below, addressed as shown below, on the It/day of ,71t.i!.~·/,2010:
. ADAMS' SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL ilsCOVEYR RESPONSE
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page~l
000255
Thomas B. Dominick












DATED this4 day of__~~~~~_~~~
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the I ¥. day of----....~~"'==;::=:_----:--'
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing dO¢ument was
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick
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,
Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA














County of Ada ]
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION
IN LIMINE
Thomas B. Dominick, having been firth duly sworn does hereby depose and say that:
1. I am the attorney for Defendant-Petitioner Amy Beth Slane in the above-entitled matter
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION IN LIMINE - 1
000257
and have personal knowledge of the facts contained in this affidavit;
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a true and accurate copy of Adams' trial witnesses and
exhibits dated November 30, 2010.
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 is a true and accurate copy of Adams' Second Supplemental
Discovery Response dated December 14,2010.
4. Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 is Adams' Third Supplemental Discovery Response dated
December 15,2010.
5. I have reviewed the Motion in Limine and believe the facts contained therein are true and
accurate.
DATED THIS~ day of December, 2010.
~M"'-~-IN-I-CK----
SUBSCRIBED AND S'YP~TO before me, the undersigned Notary Public in and for
said State and County, on this.1..1R!..:- Uay of December, 2010.
••"·....·,·'1
_It A Ii' .'.
~...,'~~~..~~. ~4fl' "---'0,..,;-1 _
:,~, ~. b -
~ :""'9T'AIt ~ u IC
: ~. C, CommISSIOn Exp:
\ })UB\.\
~.. ~~.. . • as>.... ';" t-~~ ~
"'" 1'13 Of \~&",,,
III ,,~"'.....",,,
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION IN LIMINE - 2
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the [foday of December, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C











Attorney at Law ISB #2975





Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
































COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney ofrecord James
M. Runsvold and supplements his discovery responses as follows:
I. Ag;uns' trial witnes§es
a. Stephen W. Adams is expected to testify about his repayment agreement with
Idaho Department ofHealth and Welfare Child Support Services; child support payments
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he has made; visitation with the parties' daughter; her tardies/absences from school and
school perfonnance; his living arrangements; and related matters.
b. Nikki Adams (Mrs. Stephen W. Adams) is expected to testify about visitations
with the parties' daughter; her tardieslabsences from school and school performance; her
family's Hving arrangements; and related matters.
2. Adams' trial exhibits
a. Idaho Department ofHealth and Welfare Repayment Agreement (served
herewith).
b. Lowell Elementary~notice oftardies (served herewith).
c. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick. 5121/10.
d. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 5/26/1 O.
e. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 5/27/10.
£ Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 6/1/10.
g. Letter from Dominick to RWlSvold, 6/2/1 O.
h. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick) 6/2/1 O.
1. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 6/2/10.
j. Letter from Runsvold to Dominic147/2110.
k. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 7/21/10.
1. Letter from Runsvold to Dominic~ 7/22/10.
m. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 7/26/10.
n. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 8/4/10.
o. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 8/26/1 O.
p. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 9/30/1 O.
q. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 10/4/10.
r. Any other document or thing for rebuttal or impeachment purposes.
'DATEDthis30 dayof NO"~010. '
A~
am s . Runsvold Q
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that onth~ day of tJ t)v~ ,
2010, a true and correct copy ofthe foregoing document was sent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick













DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE
CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES
REPAYMENT AGREeMENT
I, Stephen W. Adams. acknOWledge f em presently delinquent In my cl'liid support obligation in
the amount of $33242.fS7. I also acknowledge J may CINe other ongoing obIigGtions snd/or
arrears not Included In the above sum. theA debts may not be Subject to license suspenaion
action but may qualify for oiher enforcement remedlel.
I Llnders1and that Jam legally obligated bY a court or admlnJstrativa order to pay child GUpport
of $835.00 each tnO"th.
I understlnd I nave agreed to make monthlY payments In the amount of ..I5I11tolMlOf.., ~
towards thl$ deJJnqueney in addftion to paying my current child SUJ'port obligatiOn.
I understand that my total monthly payment will be $840.00 begInning JUly2010.
I understand that J am required to make a Jump sum payment of $840.00 due June 2010 that
will be apprl8d towards my ChId support dermqueney.
I undarstanl:l that as a condltfon Of this sgreatnen~ I agree to keep Child Support Services
infOrmed of my current address. my current place of employment. end any changes In my
income or assets.
I understand this agreement in no way pJOhlb1ts ChIld Suppart servtees ffOm pursuing other
coIlec:tionl methods InCJuding. but not limited to, federal and state tax ofrsets. garniShments,
~nd lottery offsets.
, Llndntand this 8gl'8ement II subject to modifieation at any Ume prior to PByment In full gf the
delinquency, based upDn a change In my Income.
I understand if , fail to make a monthly payment, the entire delinquency Win become due and
payable immediately.
I understand ChIld Suppon Servlees may begin license suspensIOn proc:eecfmgs immediately
upon tho failU18 to IftIIke a payment under this agreement.
I undefsfaru:f an additional lump sum Pllyment wil be reqUlnld jf I fail to keep this agreement,
and ncenso liSUSpension proeHdirlgs will raume. If I WIsh to enter Into an01het repayment
agreement an additional Jump sum wiD be required: the amount required will be determined
when that agreement Is signad.
j
I






DAT!D this _fll."."tp.."...hwU....... day of_~~~~,....__~-'-"~~~
1 ~~
. igO(s Signature
I, t::........__ s;; _ , Self pte/lance Specialist for Child Support Services,.
Department of Health and Welfare, State of Idaho do hereby certify that Stephen W. Adams,
has entered into the above repayment Bgrftm..,t With Child SUpport Services,












1507 N~ ... Boise, ID 83703 Phon4t '-854-5480 Fax # 854-5481
Pallia Bd/, PriIId/HII •
SeptembQf 3D, 2010
Dear Parent Of: ,sabelle Slane
Regular schOOl attendance is 8 factor in student achievement We are ooncerned when a student
misses school. The purpose of this letter is to inform you that as' ofSePtember 30. 2010
your child has:
9 tardies
Although you may have Informed us as to the reaso"sldates for the tardiQ,S we ail"l!! still required
under board policy to keep you updated. However, If the amount of absencesltardles contlnues
to Increase we may have to refer your cl1i1d to Attendance Court.
The district policy and procedures for' elementary students list the attendance guidelines that we
are required to administer.
Seotion1, polioy #3121: All students are reqUired to arrive at school on time and to attend
schOOl regularly-ar least 90 peroent of the time is in session dUring each semester. If a
student miS$E!S mora than 9 (nine) $chool days during a semester, hA/she may be
referred to attendance court or be denied promotion to the next grade.
We appreclate your 8s.9lstanoe in this meitler. As a parent, we know you want the be5t for your
child and attending school on a regular basis wfll make a promising future pOSSible. If you should






_ .... _ ..__ .... .., ... vv ... " ... ..., ~~~ • HUNSVoLD 141 001
Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
Attorney at Law ISB #2975










IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA














































COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney ofrecord James
M. Runsvold and supplements his discovery responses as follows:
1. Adams' trial witnessss
a. Stephen W. Adams is expected to testify about his repayment agreement with
Idaho Department ofHealth and Welfare Child Support Services; his income; child
support payments he has made; visitation with the parties' daughter; her tardieslabsences
from school and school performance; his living arrangements; and related matters.












b. Nikki Adams (Mrs. Stephen W. Adams) is expected to testify about visitations
with the parties' daughter; her tardies/absences from school and school performance; her
family's living arrangements; and related matters.
c. Melinda Bigelow (465-9972),1231 S. Cassia Place, Nampa ID 83686 is
expected to testify about Stephen's parenting of Isabella from infancy up to at least
three years of age, and frequency of the times Stephen had Isabena, with him.
d. Robin Bennett, is expected to testifY about Stephen and Amy's
involvement with Bella's schooling, and Bella's school attendance and performance
(phone number and address to be supplemented).
e. Shawn Herrity (608-8514), 9626 Rustiea Dr., Boise ID 83709, is expected to
testify about spending time with his own daughter, Stephen, and Isabella, and
observing Stephen being a good and attentive parent.
2. Adams' trial exhibits
a. Idaho Department of Health and Welfare Repayment Agreement (June 6,
2010) (served previously).
b. Lowell Elementary-notice of tardies (served previously).
c. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick. 5/21/10.
d. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 5/26110.
e. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 5/27/10.
f. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 6/1/10.
g. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 6/2110.
h. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 6/2110.
i. Letter from Dominick to RlUlsvold, 6/2/10.
j. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick. 7/2/10.
k. Letter from Runsvold to Dominickl 7/21110.
1. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 7/22/10.
m. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 7/26/10.
n. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 8/4/1 O.
o. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 8/26110.
p. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 9/30/10.
q. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 10/4/10.




r. Any other document or thing for rebuttal or impeachment purposes.
s. United Dmg Testing Labs report, saJDple taken Un/lO, with cover letter*
t Administrative Subpoena Duces Tecum and Ad Testificandum, March 8,
2008.*
u. Idaho Department of Health and Welfare letters and related papers re:
modification of support, October 21, 2009.*
v. Idaho Department of Health and Welfare-CSS RepaymentAgreement,
November 22, 2010.*
w. Idaho Department of Health and Welfare monthly child support
statements and payment coupons, April, August, October, and December, 2010.*
x. Report card, 1Q 2010-11 with attendance detail.*
y. Photograph(s) of IsabeUa at Ms. Bigelow's home and/or with Stephen.
.. _-- z.· tetter from Dominick to Runsvold,12/14/10.*
aa. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 12/14/10.*
* end.sedhifh.







I) the undersigned) hereby certify that on thel-rt day of~
2010, atrue and correct copy of the foregoing do~ent waS1enttothefuiiOWig by
the method indicated:
Thomas B: Dominick
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702
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JA!v1ES M. RUNSVOLD) ATIORNEY
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD, ISB #2975
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Offices. PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702
Re: Slane v. Adams
Dear Mr. Dominick:
CASSANDRA 1. PAGE, LEGAL ASSISTANT
December 10.2010
Sent via fax: 342-6553
Enclosed herewith is another "clean" drug test for my client Steve Adams. Will
your client Amy Slane nowpennit a resumption afmy client's regular overnight
visitations with the party's daughter Bella?
Please advise specifically what Amy will allow and when it can start.
Your assistance in this matter will be very much appreciated.
ENCL: 12/7/10 drug test report
P.O. BOX 917. CALDWELL, IDAHO. 83606·0917
PHONE; 208-459-2610. FAX: 208-459~0288


















Teet ReMon: URINE ANALYSIS
Approved: 12109/10 03:16PM




























TO: St7phen Wayne Adams ~ Obligor, . 1826 S Pacific St, Boise, ID, 83705·3236
RICHARD M. ARMSTRONG
DIRECTOR




















IN AND FOR THE·STATE OF IDAHO .~: '." "':",','"







STATE OF IDAHO, ex reI Richard M. Armstrong,
Dfrector of the Department of
Health and Welfare of the State of Idaho
Stephen Wayne Adams
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDEO to appear before Amy Sisneros, a Self Re,liance
Specialist With the Department of Health and Welfare, at 1720 Westgate Dr., Boise, 10 83704
,at the hour of 9:00 AM on the 20th day of April, 2009, and bring with you and produce for
examination and copying the following items and documents including, but not limited to,
books, records, statements, and other data related to:
• :.: .',.: " .... "IV
• 0.", • '.: '," ":'." ," •
Provide copies of b~nk statemeri'f§tveHicle,' [Elglstr.i!.tions 'aAd, prop~rtY', deeqs/rental·
agreements. Failure to comply may resultin"Crlmina},confempt of-court' c1'larges against
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In lieu of actual appearance, this subpoena may be satisfied by delivering the requested
information to the person I1sted above five (5) days prior to the date specified above,
This sUbpoena is authorized and issued pursuant to Idaho Code Section 56-227C. This
subpoena is enforceable in, and failure to comply is punishable by, contempt of court
proceedings in state district court,
DArED This cJO day of-"!i~ ,dIFJ~
ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM AND AD TESTIFICANDUM








C. L.. 'BUTCH' OiTER· QQVl!Irnor
RICHARD M, ARMSTF(ONG • Dlre\'lIDr
october 21, 2009
RU~~t!1I S. Barron· Administrator






1826 S PACIFIC 8T
BOISE. 10 83705-3236
INTENT TO REVIEW FOR MODIFICATION OF SUPPORT -
RE: Amy B. Slane
Dear Stephen W. Adams:
Order #: CVDR0300690D
Your order is being reViewed to determine if the amount of support should be changed.
Please complete and return the enclosed Affidavit for Support by November 20, 2009 so we
can verify your income and situation. Your signature must be notarized. We usually have a
notary available in our office.
Please also send:
1. A copy of your tax returns with your W-2s.
2. Copies of your pay stubs.
3. Copies of other documents you want us to consider.
Also enclosed is information about the review process.






Enclosure: Review for Modification Information CSS 602
Affidavit of Support CSS 651





c, ~, 'BUTCH' OTTER - Governor
RICHARD M. A~M$iFlONG - Direc10r
October 21, 2009
STEPHEN W. ADAMS
1826 S PACIFIC ST
BOISE, ID 83705-3236
RE: AMY B. SLANE
Notice of Your Right to Request a Review
For Modification of your Support Order
Russell S. Sarron - AJ;Imi~I$lrOIOr





Dear Stephen W, Adams;
This lettsr is to let you know that you have ~ right to ask Child Support Services to review your
child support order to see if it should be changed. You must ask us in writing, If one parent is
receiving state assistance, the state may ask for the review. If this happens, we will send you
a lettsr to let you know. We can review your case if:
* The order is at least 3 years old or there has been a major change in one parent's
financial situation or the needs of the child.
* The order does not include medical insurance coverage on the Child(ren) by at Jeast one
parent. (If we add this to ths order, it may also change the child support amount.)
How we determine what the child support amount should be:
We send you a form to complete that asks for your income, assets and family information.
You return it along with proof of your statements. We tMn use the Idaho Child Support
Guidelines to see what the support amount should be, based on both parent"s financial
situation.
If we do not get the income and asset information:
We will contact the other parent and other sources to get child support related information
about you. We can also determine income that would be available to you based on your
cooperation.
How the order is changed:
In Idaho, only the court can change the order. After the review we will send you a letter telling
you if we think the order should be changed and by how much. If the support should
INCREASE or DECREASE at least 15% (and at least $50.00) per month, or if medical support
should be ordered, our attorney will ask the court to change the support order.
What this will cost:
Normally, if you asked for the review, you have to pay the cost for legal services if the court
changes your order. The Cost Recovery Schedule is enclosed. It explains the cost for
modification. If the state requests the review, you may not have to pay for the modification.
CSS 604
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IDAHO FEE AND COST RECOVERY INFORMATION
Idaho's Child Support Program charges fees and recovers costs for some services.
Application Cost ~ $25.00 - An application fee is required. The $25.00 mUl.if be submitted with
the application.
Federal Collection Fee - $25.00 - Charged annually to the noncustodial party.
Income Tax Refund Offset Fee - $25.00 - The offset fee is charged the custodial party each
time we collect Federal or State income tax refunds for them. We will take the fee from the
tax refund before we send it to the custodial party. Amounts receIved by offset of Federal
income tax refund or tax rebate based on a joint tax return will be held for up to six (6) months
before distribution. No interest will be paid on amounts held.
IRS Full Collection Service Fee - $122.50 ~ IRS collection services only have limited applica-
tion and are available only when other resources are exhausted. The custodiar party is
charged a one-time fee of $122.50 that is paid to the IRS before the service is provided. IRS
services are not used without consent of the custodial party.
Fees and Costs Charged by Other States ~ When we involve another state in your case, you
will be responsible to pay any fees or costs they assess. The other state will take the fee from
'---:lth'esuppo-ff5efOfe'if IS senno"uS:- ..-
Recovery of Other Money You Owe Us.
* If we give you a support payment in error, the payment must be promptly retumed to us.
w If you pay with a personal check and your bank does not honor the check, a $20.00 fee
will be charged and you will not get credit for that payment.
* A payment may be based on the offset of Faderallncome tax refund or tax rebate. If
such a payment is sent to the custodial party and the IRS takes back the amount offset,
the amount taken back must be paidto us by the custodial party. If repayment in full is
not possible, a repayment plan can be arranged. Contact us for payment options.
Cost and Fee Recovery - You may be responsible to pay for the cost of certain fees and
legal services.
If you are the custodial party:
* If you can not pay the amount you owe us in full, we will keep 20% of each support
payment you receive until the amount you owe is paid in full. .
* If you have more than one case, we will keep 20% of each support payment, on every
case, payable to you until the cost is paid. This also includes cases paid to you through
the State Child Support Payment Distribution Unit, which we are not enforcing.
* We try to get an order for the non-custodial party to pay these costs.
* If we do, the recovery amount will be sent back to the custodian when the fees have
been paid by the non-custodial parent.
If you are the non-custodial parent: If you owe us fees or legal costs and cannot pay the
amount in full, contact us to arrange a payment plan.
The next page will tell you how much is charged for lega) actions.
CSS 852 - Page 1
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Review for Modification Information
Modification Review means looking at the situation of the parents and children to see if the
support order should be changed,
This letter answers the most common questions about modification reviews. If you have more
questions, call us at 1~800-356-9868 or (208) 334-2479.
How are cases selected for review?
We choose cases for review if:
• The case has an Idaho support order, and
• The custodial parent or child is receiving assistance, or one of the parents has
requested the review,
Orders are reviewed every three years unless a major change happens before then.
How do you decide if a major change has happened?
We look at:
• A change in the situation or income of one or both parents.
• Achange in the needs of the child (for example: medical or educational).
• A change in custOdy.
• The support amount to see if it is the amount it should be.
Who can ask for a modification review?
Any adult or support agency involved in the case can ask for the review. The request
must be in writing.
What happens during the review?
Both parents are sent a form that needs to be filled out and returned. We use this
information to fjgure out jf the support order should be changed,
If the form is not completed, we will use the best information we can find,
We use the Child Support Guidelines to calculate the support amount. We send both
parents a letter to let them know jf we think the support amount should change.
Once the review is started, can it be stopped?
Yes, in some cases the review can be stopped. However, stopping a review might mean
your order won't be reviewed for another tnree years. .
Parents who receive. temporary cash assistance, Medicaid, or Food Stamps do not have a
choice of whether or not the order is reviewed.
If the parents do not receive assistance, the person who asked for the review can give us a
written request to stop the review. If it is stopped, the other parent can request a review.
CSS 602 - 5/97
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Can the review be stopped without someone asking?
Yes, there are reasons the review could stop. They include:
• The person who requested the review did not fill out and return the form.
• We cannot find the other parent.
If a review is stopped, the order may not be reviewed for another three years.
What happens once the review is done?
We will sent you a letter to let you know if we think the order should be changed.
If we think it should be changed, we will send your case to our attomey.
If we do not think it should be changed, the review is over. You can contact a private
attorney if you do not agree with our results.
How much does a modification cost?
If you ask for the review, you have to pay the costs of modification. Information about our
fees for services is enclosed.
If the state requested the review, you may not have to pay for the modification.
Other Information:
If the order does not mention medical support, we will include medical support language
.when the order is modified. .
As required, "Automatic and Immediate Income Withholding" is added to all orders.
We are not allowed to handle issues like visitation, custody, or property settlements. You
will need a private attorney to handle these issues.
Please tell us if you get a private attorney to help with your support case. You should also
tell your attorney that you have a case with us so we can work together on your case.






DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE
CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES
REPAYMENT AGREEMENT
I, Stephen W. Adams, acknowledge I am presently delinquent in my child support obligation in
the amount of $32031.07. I also acknowledge I may owe other ongoing obligations and/or
arrears not included in the above sum. These debts may not be subject to license suspension
action but may qualify for other enforcement remedies.
I understand that I am legally obligated by a court or administrative order to pay child support
of $635.00 each month.
I understand I have agreed to make monthly payments In the amount of llII..$j.u..o~O.u.O!.--.-_~ __
towards this delinquency in addition to paying my current child support obligation.
.1understand that my total monthly payment will be $645.00 beginning DECEMBER 2010.
I understand that I am required to make a lump sum payment of $645.0%;pUE IN NQVFMBER .d.
2010 that..\t'~be appl~dJ.owargsmy child ~upport delinqu.;ocy. '2J:5f). W(j..~ fY\o...\ LD
NOV \0 ..... 20\l.J. t.:::t:V O-Yl. c.c \V\ .z... uJct:A:::.So "
I understand that as a condition of this agreement, I agree to keep Child Support Services
informed of my current address, my current place of employment, and any changes in my
income or assets.
I understand this agreement in no way prohibits Child Support Services from pursuing other
collections methods including, but not limited to, federal and state tax offsets, garnishments,
and lottery offsets.
I understand this agreement is sUbject to modification' at any time prior to payment in full of the .
delinquency, based upon a change in my income.
I understand if I fail to make a monthly payment, the entire delinquency will become due and
payable immediately.
I understand Child Support Services may begin license suspension proceedings immediately
upon the failure to make a payment under this agreement.
I understand an additional lump sum payment will be required jf I fail to Keep this agreement,
and license suspension proceedings will resume. If I wish to enter into another repayment
agreement, an additional lump sum will be required; the amount required will be determined
when that agreement is signed.
ess 1014 - 4/06. pageUBmrr ( V )
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day of -l.I...!LJ;(.~~:::!:::::.I:LL..-_, c?OIO,
This Repayment Agreement is not binding until both the Obligor and Child Support Services
have signed this document. Payment is required at the time of signing and the Repayment
Agreement is not binding until money is paid or another arrangement such as a wage
withholding order, etc., is in place.
The name, address, and telephone number of my current employer is:
. CJz~fl.t~ '4~dWn
DATED this I ( /4;;t:
I
I
I, , Self Reliance Specialist for Child Support Services,
Department of Health and Welfare, State of Idaho do hereby certify that Stephen W. Adams, .
has entered into the above repayment agreement with Child Support Services.
DATED this day of__-~__~ _
Self Reliance Specialist
Child Support Services
Department of Health and Welfare
cc; CSS File
Obligor
RE: Case #; 188105
CSS 1014 ~ 4/06· Page 2
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Payments re~eived after the end
of last month will not show
until ~our next statement.
ADAMS, STEPHEN W
1826 S PACIFIC 5T
BOISE ID 837053236
MARCH ACTIVITY APRIL ACTIVITY


















TOTAL ENDING BALANCE: 31972.67
YOU MU5r HAVE YOUR CHILD OVER 50% OF THE TIME TO CLAIM THEM FOR THE
EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT. CALL THE IRS AT 1-800-829-1040. PAY ONLINE
WITH A CREDIT CARD AT WWW.IDAHOCHILD.ORG. (ADDITIONAL CHARGES APPLY)
AAdjustments made to your balance.
Past due child support amounts that meet ~redit reporting reQuirements
~hall be reported to all· major credit reporting agen~ies.
-------------~---~----------------------Please detach ~oupon and ~eturn with paym~nt.
»» NOrICE: a $20.00 fee will be ~harg0d on all returned checks. ««
~~*A NCP PAYMENT COUPON ****
If your address has changed,
~lease enter your new address below.













BOISg ID B3707-0108 __________~__ 00 - 678 ·751
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Payments received atter the end
of la$t month will not show
until your next statement.
ADAMS~ STEPHEN W





















TOTAL ENDING BALANCE: 31401.07
YOU MUST HAVE YOUR CHILD OVER 50X OF THE TIME TO CLAIM THEM FOR THE
EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT. CALL THEIRS AT 1-800-829-1040. PAY ONLIN~
WITH A CREDIT CARD AT WWW.InAHOCHILD.ORG. (ADDITIONAL CHARGES APPLY)
*Adjustments made to your balenee.
Past due child SUpport amounts that meet credit reporting requirements
$hql1 be reported to .11 major credit re~grting agencies.
Please det~~h coupon and returh with pay~ent.
»;>;> NOTICE; il $20. DD fat! will be charged on all returned checks. ««
***H NCP PAYMENT COUPON ~~~*














It your address has chQ"ged,
please enter your new address below.
00-627-53
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Payment$ re~eivea after the end
of last month will not show


























TOTAL ENDING BALANCE: 32031.07
YOU MUST HAVE YOUR CHILD OVER 507. OF THE TIME TO CLAIM THEM FOR THE
EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT. CALL THE IRS AT 1-800-829-1040. PAY ONLINE
WITH A CREDIT CARD AT WWW.IDAHOCHILD.ORG. (ADOtTIONAL CHARGEs APPLY)
*Adjustments made to your balance.
Past due child support amounts that meet credit reporting reQuirements
shall be rBPorted to all major ~redit reporting agencies.
Plaase dBta~h ~oupon and return with paymBnt.
»» NoTICE: a $20.00 fee will be charged on all returned checks. ««
**** NCP PAyMENT COUPON ****
DATE DUE: OCTOBER 2010
MONTHLY AMOUNT DUE: 635.00










If your addrlss has changed,








Payments ~eceived after the end
of last month will not show




NOVEMBER ACTIVITY DECEMBER ACTIVITY















TOTAL ENDING BALANCE: 32436.07
YOU MUST HAVE YOUR CHILD OVER SOX OF THE TIME TO CLAIM THEM FOR THE
EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT. CALL THE IRS AT 1-800~B29-1040. PAY ONLINE
WITH A CREDIT CARD AT WWW.IDAHOCHILD.ORG: (ADDITIONAL CHARGES APPLY)
*Adjustment~ made to your b~lan~e.
Past due child support Qmounts that meet credit reporting reQuirements
shal~ be reported to all major credit reporting ageneies.
Please detach eou~on and return witn ~ayment.
:»» NOTICE: a $20.0.[] fee will be cherged on all returned Checks. ««
**** NCP PAYMENT COUPON ***_
DATE DUE: DECEMBER 2010
MONTHLY AMOUNT DUE: 635.00










If your address has ehBngsd,

















For 8 Better Tomorrow
INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT OF aOISE CITY
B1e9 WIlli \Ikllc'Y~d BotM.ldllhtl 83709
The PIJrptJ8' Qf tills repart i~ /0 i,,"'rm YOIl oryour child's
p.rfrlrmllnce. It i/l bfl$8d on teacher tmNfV,tion, ;ndMt;lual
ps!fil;f"pFJtkJn, te.st SC019S. alld Cltll.,. oriteria•
.............:::Q~1-+-:=~2~_,~Q~._'-I" ---:Q::..;4:........j
.~~------1-~.p 23.0 0.0 p.~o
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Mi. James M Runsvold
AtJ;orne~' at'Law " I
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
, P. 01 Box 91:7 '
BoiSe, IdahtJ 83606: ' ,
,(208) 459'-0288...:. ~acs(mile
"
RE:' ' 'Sta~ ofl~o v. Stev= W~Yt'le Adams ElIld' A.rnY Beth SlimeI' ' ,
, ' AmyB~ S~ :v..St~en Wayne:AdSins ,,', ,






" .1 '. " I
,
.' 'I am;,ip r~pt:,bfyout letter dated today. I a(n,wi11inBito'stiP~te to the-report' ,': ,
card you sent, so'long as the report card has Isa:beIla~s nam~ on'it.:' The,ont,YOl.lptOYidet:l: '
'does notba~e.her.name ~ it. I atri,W1willing to, S~'P~ate ~O,f.(lur clietrt'~,s~n"~,~test
,ft.o~ United Prug Testing:Ubs,or to your letter attesting,to the same.' , '~:'" ",
, , M~..,~ffice ,has·1alkcid ~lli Atny ~g~ding, your. ~lient~s'visita#oti ,$he is willing to . ..', ", ': " ,
8gree to,Stev.en 'having visitirtion with Isabella',conimen.cmg SatUt:da.y, December lStIT• ' '
from lO:OO·.a..m. 'to, ~:oO:p.m .. Said visi1;ation will 'a1tCrnMe every, 'Qther Saturr.la.y, :from . " , , .
• ~ . I",
, lO;OO,a.m. to 6:00 'p..m. 'Steven',ha;& hot, ,had visitation 'Mtb. ISabella in' tb.tlie"monthll. ' , ,
'1,'betefore, ,there will be ria,overnight vtsit1 at this, time untri he gets 1;'cilequainied with"
, ,Isabella,.and there·is., a 'private room for her., Please provide the private.roqm Pictures ·You
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JAMES M. RUNSVOLD, ATTORNEY
JAMES M. RVNSVOLD, ISB 112975
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ill 83702
Re: Slane v. Adams
Dear Mr. Dominick:
CASSANDRA 1. PAGE, LEGAL ASSISTANT
December 14,2010
Sent via fax: 342-6553
Thank you for your faxed letter ofDecember 14 regarding exhibits and visitation.
The current report card does have Isabella's name on it. The one I sent you must
have been cut off by the fax machine.
Amf.;assertion that Isabella needs to become "reacquainted" with Stephen is
absurd, since he sees her frequently at school and frequently talks to her on the phone.
Further, I don't recal1"promising" to provide photos. I did offer mutual home inspections
and did not get your agreement to that.
But regardless, my client will have to take what Amy dictates for visitation,
however ungenerous that may be, absent an order. Therefore, Stephen will be at Amy's
on Saturday December 18 at 10:00 a.m. to pickup Isabella.




P.O. BOX9l7 .. CALDWELL, TDAHO. 8.3606-0917
PHONE: 208459·2610. FAX: 208459·0288
623 S. KIMBALL AVE., Sl'E. C, CALDWELL, l'DAHO
EXHIBIT (4. 4)
000287




Attorney at Law ISB #2975





Anorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BElH SLANE,




(Exhibit and Witness List)
Plaintiff.
Defendants.



























COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney ofrecord James
M. RlUlsvold and further supplements his discovery responses herein by providing his
supplemental exhibit and witness list as follows:
ADDITIQNAL TRIAL WITNESSES
f. Thomas Dominick, Esq., Mr. Dominick is expected to testify that he sent and
received various letters concerning Mr. Adams' request for visitation pending the trial,
and authenticate those (including Defendant's Exhibits c through q, z, and aa.)
ADAMS' THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY RESPONSE (Exhibit and Wim~ei!ls.s_~~~ ......
List) Page-l : EXHIBIT
~
13000288
1~/15/2010 10:19 FAX 208459261, JAMES MRUNSVOLD ~002
g. Representative ofldaho Department ofHea1th and Welfare Child Support. The
Representative is expected to testify concerning Mr. Adams' previous attempts to modify
child support, Ms. Slane's involvement with such attempts, repayment agreement
between Idaho Department ofHealth and Welfare and Mr. Adams, Idaho Department of
Health and Welfare fees levied against Mr. Adams, and as to the authenticity ofvarious
Idaho Department ofHealth and Welfare docwnents.
ADDITIONAL TRIAL EXHIBITS (*served herewith)
bb. Isabella's dresser (photo)*
cc. Isabella's bedroom waH (photo)·
dd. Isabella's bedroom door (photo)*
ee. Isabella's bed (photo)*
ff. Isabella's new outfits (Photo)*
gg. Isabella (photo)*
hh. Slane's discovery responses.





C . ed Mail-Receipt #__
ax #342-6553
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I~ the undersigned, hereby certify that on the {.{;iay of ~~.
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise 1083702















\11/15/2010 10:24 FAX 208459261
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
Attorney at Law ISB #2975





Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
JAMES MRlmSVOLD ~ 001/002
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA







STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and )










STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS, )
)
Respondent. )
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF
DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS
COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attomey ofrecord James
M. Runsvold and serves notice ofservice of the following documents by the method
indicated below, addressed as shown below, on the ( ~y of /b<- ,2010:
ADAMS' THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL DTSCOVEYR RESPONSE (Exhibit and Witness
List)
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-!
000296
..,.
, ~12/15/2010 10: 25 FAX 2084592610 JAMES MRUNSVOLD
f4I 002/002
Thomas B. Dominick











DATED this~ day of__~~~...o:=;;; ~~'
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned~ hereby certify that on therS day of ~ ,
2010. a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-2
000297
Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
MOTION FOR ORDER SHORTENING
TIME
COMES NOW Defendant-Petitioner Amy Beth Slane, by and through undersigned
counsel of record and request that the Court shorten the time within which to hear her Motion in
Limine so that the Motion in Limine may be heard at the same time as the pretrial conference
which is scheduled for December 20,2010, at 1:30 p.m.
MOTON FOR ORDER SHORTENING TIME - 1
000298
..





I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of December, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
P. O. Box 917
Caldwell, Idaho 83606







Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908
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DEC 16 2010
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
.3












ORDER SHORTENING TIME - 1
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
ORDER SHORTENING TIME
000300
This matter having come before the Court, pursuant to Defendant-Plaintiff Amy Beth
Slane's Motion for Order Shortening the Time, and the Court having been duly advised in
premises and good cause appearing, therefore;
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED and This Does Order That Amy Slane's Motion in Limine
shall be heard on December 20, 20I0, at 1:30 p.m.




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of December, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold Hand Deliver
Attorney at Law U.S. Mail y
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C Facsimile
P. O. Box 917 Overnight Mail
Caldwell, Idaho 83606
Thomas B. Dominick Hand Deliver
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC U.S. Mail y
500 West Bannock Facsimile
Boise, Idaho 83702 Overnight Mail














Attorney at Law ISB #2975





Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,






























COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record James
M. Runsvold and provides his list ofwitnesses and exhibits for trial as follows:
1. Adams' trial witnesses
a. Stephen W. Adams is expected to testify about his repayment agreements with
Idaho Department of Health and Welfare Child Support Services; his previous attempts to
ADAMS' TRIAL WITNESSES AND EXHIBITS Page-1 000302
modify child support; his income; child support payments he has made; visitation with
the parties' daughter; her tardies/absences from school and school performance; his living
arrangements; and related matters.
b. Nikki Adams (Mrs. Stephen W. Adams) is expected to testify about visitations
with the parties' daughter; her tardies/absences from school and school performance; her
family's living arrangements; and related matters.
c. Melinda Bigelow (465-9972), 1231 S. Cassia Place, Nampa ID 83686 is
expected to testify about Stephen's parenting of Isabella from infancy up to at least three
or four years of age, and frequency of the times Stephen had Isabella with him.
d. Robin Bennett, is expected to testify about Stephen and Amy's involvement
with Bella's schooling, and Bella's school attendance and performance (phone number
and address to be supplemented).
e. Shawn Herrity (608-8514), 9626 Rustica Dr., Boise ID 83709, is expected to
testify about spending time with his own daughter, Stephen, and Isabella, and observing
Stephen being a good and attentive parent.
f. Thomas Dominick, Esq., Mr. Dominick is expected to testify that he sent and
received various letters concerning Mr. Adams' requests for visitation pending the trial,
and authenticate those (including Defendant's Exhibits c through q, z, and aa.)
g. Representative of Idaho Department of Health and Welfare Child Support. The
Representative is expected to testify concerning Mr. Adams' previous attempts to modify
child support, Ms. Slane's involvement with such attempts, repayment agreement s
between Idaho Department of Health and Welfare and Mr. Adams, Idaho Department of
Health and Welfare fees levied against Mr. Adams, and as to the authenticity of various
Idaho Department of Health and Welfare documents.
2. Adams' trial exhibits
a. Idaho Department of Health and Welfare Repayment Agreement (June 6,
2010).
b. Lowell Elementary-notice of tardies.
ADAMS' TRIAL WITNESSES AND EXHIBITS Page-2
000303
c. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 5/21/10.
d. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 5/26/10.
e. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 5/27/10.
f. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 6/1/10.
g. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 6/2/10.
h. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 6/2/10.
i. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 6/2/10.
j. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 7/2/10.
k. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 7/21/10.
1. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 7/22/10.
m. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 7/26/10.
n. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 8/4/10.
o. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 8/26/10.
p. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 9/30/10.
q. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 10/4/10.
r. Any other document or thing for rebuttal or impeachment purposes.
s. United Drug Testing Labs report, sample taken 12/7/10, with cover letter
1. Administrative Subpoena Duces Tecum and Ad Testificandum, March 8, 2008.
u. Idaho Department of Health and Welfare letters and related papers re:
modification of support, October 21, 2009.
v. Idaho Department of Health and Welfare-eSS Repayment Agreement,
November 22,2010.
w. Idaho Department of Health and Welfare monthly child support statements and
payment coupons, April, August, October, and December, 2010.
x. Report card, 1Q 2010-11 with attendance detail.
y. Photograph(s) ofIsabella at Ms. Bigelow's home and/or with Stephen.
z. Letter from Dominick to Runsvold, 12/14/10.
aa. Letter from Runsvold to Dominick, 12/14/10.
ADAMS' TRIAL WITNESSES AND EXHIBITS Page-3
000304
~. >,
bb. Isabella's dresser (photo)
cc. Isabella's bedroom wall (photo)
dd. Isabella's bedroom door (photo)
ee. Isabella's bed (photo)
ff. Isabella's new outfits (photo)
gg. Isabella (photo)
hh. Slane's discovery responses.
ii. Idaho Department of Health and Welfare files and records related to Mr.
Adams' child support obligation.
DATED this~dayof_---...~~.....,::::S~~~~~_,L-,
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the I (d"ay of~h~r,
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick





_ C~ed Mail-Receipt # _
~ax #342-6553
~~
ADAMS' TRIAL WITNESSES AND EXHIBITS Page-4 000305
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Attorney at Law ISB #2975





Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF
DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS




























COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record James
M. Runsvold and serves notice of service of the following documents by the method
indicated below, addressed as shown below, on the ( ~ay of I~ , 2010:
ADAMS' THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVEYR RESPONSE (Exhibit and Witness
List)
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-1
000306
Thomas B. Dominick





C.Mifled Mail-Receipt # _
\/fax #342-6553
DATED this --;£ day of__~~:::::::c...;_=-__---"7:;::::=".L:::..'
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the is" day of ~ ,,
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick








NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS Page-2 000307
Thomas H. Dominick, Esq., ISH No. 2908
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF 404(b) EVIDENCE
(CONTEMPT CASE)
COMES NOW Petitioner Amy Beth Slane by and through undersigned counsel of record
and hereby gives notice of its intent to utilize evidence pursuant to Rule 404(b) of the Idaho
Rules of Evidence the following:
1. Evidence concerning Steven Adams' history of payment and non-payment of child
support payments as attested to in the Health and Welfare records which have been previously
NOTICE OF 404(b) EVIDENCE (CONTEMPT CASE) - 1 000308
supplied to counsel for Steven Adams. Amy Beth Slane will testify concerning the entire history
ofDefendant's payments and non-payments of child support.
This evidence is admissible to show that Steven Wayne Adams acted with motive,
opportunity, intent, preparation, plan, knowledge, identity or absence of mistake or accident
pursuant to Rule 404(b) of the Idaho Rules of Evidence.
The foregoing information has been previously supplied to counsel for Steven Adams.
This is simply the required notice of intent to use such evidence pursuant to Rule 404(b) of the
Idaho Rules of Evidence.




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the lO day of December, 2010, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
P. O. Box 917
Caldwell, Idaho 83606







NOTICE OF 404(b) EVIDENCE (CONTEMPT CASE) - 2 000309
, ,
f\ECE.\VED
nEC 1. \ 7.\)\0
,1, '/ r\ori<a COurl-; v·
JAMES M. RUNSVofd
Attorney at Law ISB #2975











IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
Case No. CV DR 0300690D





























COMES NOW James M. Runsvold, attorney of record for Respondent Stephen
W. Adams herein and, pursuant to IRCP Rule 11(b)(2) moves for leave to withdraw from
such representation herein on the grounds and for the reasons that his client has failed to
pay in accordance with the fee agreement and for failure to cooperate in timely providing
information and documents required for production and trial, and under such
circumstances, he is unable to adequately represent his interest herein.
There is no prejudice to Petitioner.
MOTION FOR LEAVE TO WITHDRAW/NOTICE OF HEARING Page-l
000310
· .
Respondent's last-known address is as stated below.
The above and foregoing matter shall be heard on the 5th day of January, 2011 at
the Ada County Courthouse, 200 W. Front St., Caldwell ID at the hour of9:00 a.m. or as
soon thereafter as the matter may be heard.
DATED this d-.-Q day of '-~
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the1n day of ~ ,

















_ C~ed Mail-Receipt # _
~ax #342-6553
MOTION FOR LEAVE TO WITHDRAW/NOTICE OF HEARING Page-2 000311
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MaCountytGkntty at Law ISH #2975












IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,






























COMES NOW Respondent Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of
record James M. Runsvold and, pursuant to IRCP Rule 11(a)(2), moves for
reconsideration of the Court's in-court order of December 20,2010, dismissing
Respondent's Verified Motion to Modify Filiation Order, filed April 20, 2010, on the
grounds and for the reasons as follows:
I. Such sua sponte dismissal violates Respondent's due process rights to reasonable
notice and an opportunity to be heard.
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATIONINOTICE OF HEARING Page-I 000312
• ... -1
2. There are no legal or factual grounds for such dismissal.
3. The motion seeks sole legal and physical custody of the parties' minor daughter. In
Petitioner~ Slane's Counterclaim served May 11,2010, Petitioner seeks sole legal and
physical custody of the parties' minor daughter. It serves no purpose to dismiss
Respondent's motion, leaving Petitioner's counterclaim on for trial.
4. It is not in the best interest of the parties' minor daughter to deny her regular contact
with her father, Respondent herein.
5. There is no prejudice to Petitioner, who has actually prepared to try a
custody/visitation case and stipulated to Respondent's use of at least one ofhis witnesses
in such case.
6. To prevent manifest injustice.
ORAL ARGUMENT IS REQUESTED.
The above and foregoing matter shall be heard on the 5th day of January, 2011 at
the Ada County Courthouse, 200 W. Front St., Caldwell ID at the hour of9:00 a.m. or as
soon thereafter as the matter may be heard.
DATED this ~/ day of !~~.,20
.~
es . unsvold
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ~
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the<-."f/cS~y of~f!c&L& ,
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick






_C died Mail-Receipt # _
ax #342-6553
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATIONINOTICE OF HEARING Page-2
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Ada County~ey at Law ISB #2975












IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,





























COMES NOW Respondent Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of
record James M. Runsvold and serves notice of hearing on his Verified Motion in
Limine, filed December 15,2010, said motion to be heard on the 5th day of January, 2011
at the Ada County Courthouse, 200 W. Front St., Caldwell ID at the hour of 9:00 a.m. or
as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard.
DATED this ;l.-f day of ~;. ,2010.
:~-==---
NOTICE OF HEARING (Motion in Limine) Page-l
000314
fI'. .. '~ ..
James M. Runsvold
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the df~ay ofJ) 0Q..JY\ bvv ,
2010, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick







_C ified Mail-Receipt # _
ax #342-6553
NOTICE OF HEARING (Motion in Limine) Page-2
000315
Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC ~ 0
500 West Bannock t. C t: \\/
Boise, Idaho 83702 ~ t, 1~ 1\\\\\
Telephone (208) 336-2844 UE ,\e{\<..
Facsimile (208) 342-6553 ~da counW C
Attorney for Defendant-Petitioner
:-:....:......:,:~~I...,,.flt;?:
DEC 2 9 2010
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
ORDER GRANTING, IN PART, AMY
BETH SLANE'S MOTION IN LIMINE
This matter having come before the Court pursuant to the Motion in Limine of
Defendant/Petitioner Amy Beth Slane, on the 20th day of December, 2010, and the Court having
considered the pleadings and documents on file, and the arguments of counsel and having issued
its oral decision at the hearing, and good cause appearing, therefore;
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED and This Does Order that Amy Beth Slane's motion in
limine is granted as to the following:
ORDER GRANTING, IN PART, AMY BETH SLANE'S MOTION IN LIMINE - 1 000316
1. The following witnesses shall be excluded: Thomas B. Dominick and Robin Bennett.
2. The following proposed Steven Adams' trial exhibits are excluded: Letters between
Runsvold and Dominick and vice versa, which are listed as Exhibits C through Q on Adams'
Second Supplemental Discovery Response. Exhibit T: Administrative Subpoena Duces Tecum
ad Testificandum dated March 8, 2008. Exhibit U: Idaho Department of Health and Welfare
letters and related papers regarding modification of support dated October 21, 2009. Idaho
Department of Health and Welfare - CSS Repayment Agreement dated November 22, 2010.
Idaho Department of Health and Welfare monthly child support statements and payment coupons
for April, August, October and December 2010, to the extent that such documents were available
before November 30, 2010. Exhibit Y: Photographs of Isabella at Ms. Bigelow's home and/or
with Steven. Exhibit Z: Letter from Dominick to Runsvold dated December 14, 2010 and
Exhibits AA-GG shall also be excluded.
The Court will allow testimony ofMelinda Bigelow if she allows herself to be
interviewed regarding the substance of her testimony by counsel for Amy Beth Slane.
The Court will also allow testimony from the custodian of records for Health and Welfare
concerning Health and Welfare documents.
Finally, the parties stipulated to admission of school report cards for Isabella for the last
two years.




ORDER GRANTING, IN PART, AMY BETH SLANE'S MOTION IN LIMINE - 2 000317
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 1.'\ day of b(?C • ,1 () \~ , I served the
foregoing document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile
and/or by depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed
to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold Hand Deliver
Attorney at Law U.S. Mail 'f
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C Facsimile
P. O. Box 917 Overnight Mail
Caldwell, Idaho 83606
Thomas B. Dominick Hand Deliver
~Dominick Law Offices, PLLC U.S. Mail
500 West Bannock Facsimile
Boise, Idaho 83702 Overnight Mail
Clerk of the Court
ORDER GRANTING, IN PART, AMY BETH SLANE'S MOTION IN LIMINE - 3 000318
Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908





• •. l\ • 1~_--..~iit.~r-_-2~7Z"7S~~A.M-r-' ---
iAN n3 20\\
J DAViD NAVARRO, e'er\(
• 8Y CARL'I LATIMORE
OEPU'N
Attorney for Defendant-Petitioner
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF SERVICE
THOMAS B. DOMINICK, of Dominick Law Offices, PLLC, Attorney for the
Defendant-Petitioner, hereby certify that the following discovery documents were served on
Counsel for the Defendant-Respondent, on the J.- day of January, 2011:
Defendant-Petitioner's Second Supplemental Response to Interrogatories and
Request for Production of Documents.
NOTICE OF SERVICE - 1 000319
•





I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the -l day of January, 2011, I served the foregoing
docwnent by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
P. O. Box 917
Caldwell, Idaho 83606










Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908








CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By ELYSHIA HOLMES
DePUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS
The Petitioner, Amy Beth Slane (Amy), by and through her attorney, Thomas B.
Dominick, of Dominick Law Offices, PLLC, hereby submits the following Memorandum of
Fees and Costs, pursuant to the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. This Memorandum is supported
by the affidavit ofThomas B. Dominick filed contemporaneously herewith.
MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS - 1 000321
Idaho Code §7-610 and Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure 75(m) and 54(e) provide that
costs and reasonable attorney fees shall be allowed as a matter of right to the prevailing party
regardless of whether any sanction is imposed. When allowed by statute or contract, attorney
fees shall be deemed as costs and processed in the same matter as costs and included in the
Memorandum of Costs; provided, however, the claim for attorney fees shall be supported by an
Affidavit of the Attorney stating the basis and method of computation. LR.C.P.54(e)(5).
1. PREVAILING PARTY: In this case, the Petitioner claims that she is the prevailing party
based upon the following: Mr. Adams was found in contempt of court.
2. COSTS:
A. Court filing fees: $76.00
B. Service of Process: $49.00
3. ATTORNEY FEES: In this case, the Petitioner is entitled to attorney fees as the
prevailing party. According to the Affidavit of Thomas B. Dominick filed herewith, a total of
31.53 hours were incurred directly related to this matter, at a standard hourly rate of $185.00,
which makes a total of $5,958.67 attorney fees claimed.
BASED UPON THE ABOVE AND FOREGOING, the Plaintiff claims a total of
$5,958.67 for costs and this attorney fees in this case.
DATED this -J..kt"'Y ofJanuary, 2011. \T/
THOMASB.ni~----
Attorney for Defendant-Petitioner
MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS - 2 000322
· .
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 1 l..----day of January, 2011, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete lOPYpersonally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C







MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS - 3 000323
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CHRISTuPHER O. RICH, Cierk
By ELYSHIAHOLMES
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












STATE OF IDAHO ]
}ss:
COUNTY OF ADA ]
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS B. DOMINICK
RE: MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND
COSTS
Thomas B. Dominick, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states as follows:
1. I am the attorney for Petitioner, Amy Beth Slane, in the above-entitled case and
have personal knowledge of the facts contained in this Affidavit;
AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS B. DOMINICK RE: MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS - 1 000324
2. I entered into a contract with the above-named Plaintiff to provide legal services
in the above-referenced case at the rate of $185.00 per hour; that said rate is my usual and
customary fee for this client; that said rate is also consistent, if not less then, the usual and
customary fees of other attorneys in this locale of similar skill and experience;
3. I provided professional legal services to the Plaintiff as itemized in the Statement
of Account attached hereto; that the time and labor expended were reasonable and necessary to
the prosecution of this case;
4. The costs and expenses itemized in the Statement of Account and/or attached
receipts were also reasonable, necessary, and actually incurred in this case;
5. I hereby swear and affirm that all items herein set forth are true and correct to the
best of my knowledge and that the costs and attorney fees claimed are in compliance with Rule
54 and Rule 75(m) ofthe Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure.
DATED THIS~ day ofJanuary, 2011.
THOMAS B. DOMINICK
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me, the undersigned Notary Public in and for said
State and County, on this J'lLday of January, 2011.
AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS B. DOMINICK RE: MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS - 2 000325
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 'l--. day of January, 2011, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C







AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS B. DOMINICK RE: MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS - 3 000326










2/9/2010 Conference with client (1 hour total- no charge for the first 30 minutes);
conference with client re: contract retainer (15 minutes - no charge)
2/24/2010 Review file and contempt status and rules; dictated affidavit and motion for
contempt
3/112010 Reviewed and revise contempt motion and affidavit
3/2/2010 Review and revise documents
3/10/2010 Reviewed rules; dictated notice of arraignment; review and revise
4/19/2010 Review file
4/20/2010 Travel to and from court; arraignment hearing; post hearing conference with
client
4/22/2010 Dictated request for admissions; dictated interrogatories and request for
production; review and revise discovery requests; prepare motion to DQ and
order
5/5/2010 Review statements; dictated answer and counterclaim
























5/12/2010 Review answer to counterclaim
5/20/2010 Review and revise answers to interrogatories and request for production of
documents
5/24/2010 Review and revise answer to interrogatories; review his answers to discovery
5/27/2010 Telephone call Amy; letter to client
7/16/2010 Conference with client
7/21/2010 Dictated order; review and revised NOH re: contempt; review and revised
8/24/2010 Telephone call Amy
8/27/2010 Two telephone calls Amy; conference with Amy
11/29/2010 Dictated Supplemental Response to Discovery and Notice of Service; letter to
court
12/2/2010 Review file re: pretrial; telephone call Amy
12/6/2010 Preparation for meeting; conference with Amy
12/7/2010 Dictated pretrial list of witnesses and exhibits
12/14/2010 Telephone call Runsvold for pretrial conference
12115/2010 Dictated PT memo; telephone call Judge Reardon's clerk re: sick secretary
12/16/2010 Review and revise PT memo; organize documents for trial; review Runsvold's
supplemental responses; review Runsvold's motion in limine; travel to and
from court; filed documents
12/20/2010 Prep for PTC; dictated, reviewed and revised 404(b) notice; travel to and from









































12/27/2010 Conference with Gail
12/30/2010 Review exhibits and statement from client
Prepare exhibits for trial
112/2011 Travel to and from court to obtain certified judgment; prepare exhibits and for
meeting with Amy; conference with Amy re: trial prep
1/4/2011 Trail prep (includes telephone calls with client, Runsvold, letter to client and
Runsvold), prepare direct and cross re: all witnesses; review legal rules,
statements re: case
1/5/2011 Review trial prep testimony (30 minutes); travel to and from court (25
minutes); trial (3 hours 15 minutes); conference with client before and after
For professional services rendered
Additional Charges :
3/10/2010 Filing fee
4/16/2010 Service of process fee
Total costs
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Thomas B. Dominick, Esq.,I.8B ~~~'9b8








CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By ELYSHIA HOLMES
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF HEARING RE:
SENTENCING
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT the Defendant-Respondent's sentencing will be called
for Hearing before the Honorable Michael Reardon, in the above-entitled Court at the Ada
County Courthouse, on February 15,2011, at 9:00 o'clock a.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel
may be heard. If Mr. Adams fails to appear a warrant may be issued for his arrest.
NOTICE OF HEARING RE: SENTENCING - 1
000330
· .





I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 4 day of January, 2011, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
P. O. Box 917
Caldwell, Idaho 83606







Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908







CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By ElAINE TOWN
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
ORDER DISMISSING VERIFIED
MOTION TO MODIFY FILlATION
ORDER AND MOTION TO MODIFY
CHILD SUPPORT ORDER
This matter having come before the Court for hearing, on the 5th day of January, 2011,
and the Court having issued its oral decision in this matter, and good cause appearing therefore;
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED and This Does Order that Defendant/Respondent Stephen
Wayne Adams' verified motion to modify filiation order and motion to modify child support
ORDER DISMISSING VERIFIED MOTION TO MODIFY FILIATION ORDER AND MOTION TO
MODIFY CHILD SUPPORT ORDER - 1 000332
•
order shall be Dismissed. This Court's oral decision in this matter shall constitute the reasons for
the Court's Order.
IT IS SO ORDERED.




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the \ t day of j£1l.{). , 2011, I served the
foregoing document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile
and/or by depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed
to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold Hand Deliver
Attorney at Law U.S. Mail y
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C Facsimile
P. O. Box 917 Overnight Mail
Caldwell, Idaho 83606
Thomas B. Dominick Hand Deliver
LDominick Law Offices, PLLC U.S. Mail
500 West Bannock Facsimile
Boise, Idaho 83702 Overnight Mail
. CHRISTOPHER D.AICH
~"~~
Clerk of the Court
ORDER DISMISSING VERIFIED MOTION TO MODIFY FILIATION ORDER AND MOTION TO
MODIFY CHILD SUPPORT ORDER - 2 000333
i .At;~E·I·V'fO
~. ~~ 'JAN 20 2011
~~~daCo~M.RUNSVOLD
Attorney at Law ISB #2975











IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
































COMES NOW Respondent Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of
record James M. Runsvold and OBJECTS to the application for attorney's fees and costs
and supporting affidavit and memorandum filed herein on behalf of Petitioner Amy Slane
on the grounds and for the reasons as follows:
1. An award of costs and fees herein is discretionary, not mandatory, contrary to
Petitioner's assertions. Idaho Code Section 7-610 ("court in its discretion may award... ");
IRCP Rule 75(m)("court may award...").
OBJECT6ION TO PETITIONER'S APPLICATION FOR ATTORNEY FEES AND
COSTS Page-l 000334
2. Petitioner was not the 100% prevailing party herein because Respondent was not found
to be in civil contempt.
3. Attorney travel time is not customarily billable. See e.g. 4/20/1 0, 12/16/10, 12/20/10,
1/5/11 items.
4. Petitioner has not made a sufficient showing as to the amount ofattorney fees, since
she provides information as to only one of many factors, IRCP Ru1e 54(e)(3).
DATED this 11 day of~
~
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the )!!!'Jay of...:>o..o<:""=,,,-I1-'-'-"'->=-I'---'-oI--_.'
2011, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the fI owing by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick






_ C~ed Mail-Receipt # _
~ax #342-6553








Attorney at Law ISB #2975







CHRISTUI"HER O. RICH, Clerk
By ELYSHI.A HOLMES
DEPUTY
Attorney for Stephen W. Adams
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS,
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,































COMES NOW Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record James
M. Runsvold and, pursuant to IRCP Rule 52(b), moves for additional, written findings of
fact and conclusions of law herein to support the Court's Order Dismissing Verified
Motion to Modify Filiation Order and Motion to Modify Child Support Order entered
January 14,2011, the said Order providing only that the "Court's oral decision in this
matter shall constitute the reasons for the Court's order".
MOTION FOR ADDITIONAL WRITTEN FINDINGS/NOTICE OF HEARING Page-
000336
The above and foregoing matter shall be heard on the 15th day of February, 2011
at the Ada County Courthouse, 200 W. Front Street, Boise ID at the hour of9:00 a.m. or
as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard.
DATED this-4day of--==:;r-~~ ,2011.
~d~
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on thed-Yday of~ r ,
2011, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the fi owing by
the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick













Thomas H. Dominick, Esq., ISH No. 2908
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JAN 252011
CHRISTOPHER o. RICH Clerk
By SUSAN MASSEY •
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












STATE OF IDAHO ]
}ss:
COUNTY OF ADA ]
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
VERIFIED RESPONSE TO OBJECTION
TO PETITIONER'S APPLICATION FOR
ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS
Thomas B. Dominick, having been first duly sworn does hereby depose and say that:
1. I am the attorney for Defendant/Petitioner, Amy Beth Slane, in the above-entitled
case and have personal knowledge of the facts contained in this Affidavit;
VERIFIED RESPONSE TO OBJECTION TO PETITIONER'S APPLICATION FOR ATTORNEY FEES
AND COSTS -1 000338
2. It is true that Rule 75(m) of Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and Idaho Code §7-
610, state that an award of costs and attorney fees is not mandatory. However, the contempt
action was necessitated by Defendant/Respondent Stephen Wayne Adams' conduct in this case
in refusing to support his child as required by this Court's Order. Attorney fees and costs allow
private parties to utilize the sources of attorneys in seeking to uphold the orders of the Courts and
justice in the public welfare. Failure to award costs and attorney fees will allow Respondents
such as Stephen Wayne Adams to disobey court orders without sanctions. Moreover, counsel
has been routinely awarded costs and attorney fees when his client has prevailed in a contempt
proceeding.
3. Petitioner Amy Beth Slane was the prevailing party herein because Respondent
Stephen Wayne Adams was found guilty of contempt. Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 75(m)
provides that the Court may award the prevailing party costs and attorney fees "regardless of
whether the court imposes a civil sanction, criminal sanction, or no sanction." The Court in this
case is imposing a criminal sanction.
4. Attorney travel time is customarily billable. Counsel has been practicing law for
over 28 years in the State of Idaho. This is the first time anyone has ever raised the issue ofnon-
payment for attorney travel time. Counsel has always previously been awarded attorney travel
time as an attorney fee. See attached Federal Court voucher (which was paid). Counsel's
contract with his client, Amy Beth Slane, requires payment for counsel's time whether it is for
travel, in court or out of court, at the rate of $185.00 per hour. Amy Beth Slane is charged and
liable to Counsel for that expense and should be compensated for it by Respondent since it was
in fact reasonably and necessarily incurred with connection with this case.
5. Petitioner has made a sufficient showing with respect to the amount of the
attorney fees. With respect to some of the other factors contained in Rule 54(e)(3), however, it
should be noted that Counsel has practiced law since 1982 in the State of Idaho. That Counsel is
a former Fourth District Bar president, vice-president, secretary and treasure. That Counsel has a
Masters in law degree from George Washington University located in Washington D.C. That
Counsel was included in the 2001 Best Lawyers in America Consumer Guide. That Counsel was
rated by Martindale Hubble with an AV peer review rating prior to the general rating system
changes by Martindale Hubble. Counsel is involved in domestic disputes and has prosecuted
many contempt cases as a former prosecutor. Counsel has practiced in the family law area for
VERIFIED RESPONSE TO OBJECTION TO PETITIONER'S APPLICATION FOR ATTORNEY FEES
AND COSTS -2 000339
many years, including Hunt v. Hunt, 110 Idaho 649 (Ct. App. 1985). It should be noted that the
present case was vigorously contested, and nearly every defense possible was thrown at Amy
Beth Slane. Also, a trial was necessitated by Respondent's defenses in this case.




SUBSCRIBED AND SWORNTO before me, the undersigned Notary Public in and for said




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of January, 2011, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C








VERIFIED RESPONSE TO OBJECTION TO PETITIONER'S APPLICATION FOR ATTORNEY FEES
AND COSTS -3 000340
TO PAY COURT APPOINTED COUNSEL (Rev. 12103)
U HER NUMBER
09·CR·00249·BLW
ase ame 8. PAYMENT CA EGORY 9. TYPE PERSON REPRESENTED 10. REPRESENTATION TYPE
USA V. MARQUEZ Felon Adult Defendant cc criminal case
11. OFFENSE(S) CHARGED (Cite U.S. Code, Title & Section) If more than one offense, list (up to five) major offenses chafrJed, according to severity ofoffense.
Appointment DatesPrior Attorney's Name
Appointed by Honorable Candy W. Dale
Because the above-named person represented has testified under oath or has otherwise
satisfied this Court that he or she (1) is financially unable to employ counsel and (2) does
not wish to waive counsel, and because the interests of justice so require, the attorney






500 W. BANNOCK STREET
Name:
Phone #
21 USC 841 (a)(1)(b)(1) DISTRIBUTING METHAMPHETAMINE;21 USC 841 (a)(1),(b)(1)(B) POSSESSION WIINTENT TO DISTRIBUTE





By Order of the Court
Name:
11/30/2009
Address: Date of Order Nunc Pro Tunc Date
Repayment or partial repayment ordered from the person represented for this service at time of
appointment. DYes D No
17. Travel Expenses (lodging, parking, meals, mileage, etc.)
18. Other Expenses (other than expert, transcripts, etc.)
19. CERTIFICATION OF ATIORNEYIPAYEE FOR THE PERIOD OF SERVICE

























@ Interim Payment Numbero Final Payment
f. Revocation Hearings
TOTALS




a. Interviews and Conferences
e. Sentencing Hearings
b. Bail and Detention Hearings
a. Arraignment and/or Plea
~ b. Obtaining and reviewing records
<3 c. Legal Research and brief writing
'0 d. Travel time









Have you previously applied to the court for compensation and/or
reimbursement for this case?
D Yes D No If yes, were you paid? DYes D No
Other than from the court, have you, or to your knowledge has anyone else, received payment
(compensation or anything of value) from any other source in connection with this representation?
D YesD No If yes, give details on additional sheets.
I swear or affirm the truth or correctness of the above statements. .
Signature of Attorne
23. IN COURT COMP. 26. OTHER EXPENSES
DATE
Date
27. TOTAL AMT. APPR.lCERT.
28a. JUDGE CODE
B. LYNN WINMILL
29. IN COURT COMPo 30. OUT OF COURT COMP 31. TRAVEL EXPENSES 32. OTHER EXPENSES 33. TOTAL AMT. APPR.lCERT.
34. SIGNATURE OF THE CHIEF JUDGE, COURT OF APPEALS (OR DELEGATE)
Payment approved in excess of the statutory threshold amount.




Thomas B. DominicI{, Esq., ISB No. 2908







AM IUO l)·-----JP.M, _
JAN 252011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By SUSAN MASSEY
OEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
NOTICE OF HEARING RE:
MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT the Defendant-Petitioner's Memorandum of Fees and
Costs will be called for Hearing before the Honorable Michael Reardon, in the above-entitled
Court at the Ada County Courthouse, on February 15, 2011, at 9:00 o'clock a.m., or as soon
thereafter as counsel may be heard.
NOTICE OF HEARING RE: MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS - 1 000342




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of January, 2011, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C








NOTICE OF HEARING RE: MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS - 2 000343
t
E( \\JEO
" 1~t\ \ 3 '2.Q\\
count'! e\er\(Ada
Thomas H. Dominick, Esq., ISH No. 2908








CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By ElAINE TOWN
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION FOR
CONTEMPT AND ORDER OF
PROBATION
The above-captioned matter came before this court for sentencing on February 15,2011,
at 9:00 a.m. Respondent Stephen Wayne Adams appeared in person and with his attorney, James
M. Runsvold. Petitioner appeared in person and with her attorney, Thomas B. Dominick.
BASED UPON the hearing of this matter, the evidence submitted, and good cause
appearing therefore, it is HEREBY ORDERED as follows:
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION FOR CONTEMPT AND ORDER OF PROBATION - 1 000344
(
1. Respondent, Stephen Wayne Adams, is found guilty of one (1) count of contempt
for failing to pay child support for November, 2009, as ordered by the Judgment and Order of
Filiation filed on June 11, 2003, in the amount of $635.00. The court finds that this count was
proven beyond a reasonable doubt. In fact, the Court found that the Respondent was in contempt
for failing to pay child support for the months of April, May, July, August, September,
November and December of 2009 and January of 2010. One count of contempt was alleged,
however. After the hearing held on January 5, 2011, the Court entered its oral decision finding
the Respondent guilty of contempt beyond a reasonable doubt. The Court's oral decision shall
constitute its findings of fact and conclusions oflaw with respect to this matter.
2. ATTORNEY FEES: The court finds that Petitioner Amy Beth Slane is the
prevailing party in this matter. Respondent shall pay to Petitioner her reasonable attorney fees
and costs incurred in bringing the Motion for Contempt.
3. SENTENCE: Stephen Wayne Adams is hereby sentenced to a term of
imprisonment of "30 day(s) in the Ada County Jail, with _2_5 days
suspended. Respondent shall serve t~~~l ~~~eef2.::r..ffnw_;_fl_-__ da, s from the aate of
eRtry of this Judgment of COB.-'1ietioft and Order of PlObatioIl. The jail tIme may be served -on a
w~kend, bJt must be senred in jail and not 011 the Sheriffs Imuate Labor DetaIl ("SILD") or any
wot.:k.:release plOgram. Stephen Wayne Adams is placed on unsupervised probation for a term of
L.. year~
4. Respondent agreed to and the court imposed the following conditions:
a) Respondent shall continue to be current on all child support obligations for
the full term of his probation. The child support payments shall be paid timely.





b) Respondent shall pay back child support to Petitioner in the amount of
$5,715.00 by ~QUA.c.J. '4+-,2011 as restitution in this case.
c) In the event that Respondent fails to abide by the terms and conditions of






I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the \ t; day of ~t.~ • , 2011, I served the
foregoing document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile
and/or by depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed
to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold Hand Deliver
Attorney at Law U.S. Mail )?J
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C Facsimile
P. O. Box 917 Overnight Mail
Caldwell, Idaho 83606
Thomas B. Dominick Hand Deliver
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC U.S. Mail "i
500 West Bannock Facsimile
Boise, Idaho 83702 Overnight Mail
CHfiISTOPHER 0. RlCN
~1@WV\
Clerk of the Court
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION FOR CONTEMPT AND ORDER OF PROBATION - 3 000346
Filed L.'_'..!-L-----'-+- At -I--~_
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH
(C.~ERK qF THEA>I.S.TRICT COURT
By lL,'·U~ L elY (/\
Deputy Clerk






0"( t-l (\'\J ~l ~ .''\ t
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
)h~ C. 6Doil VtO J j). ~ +.~ flJ )
Plaintiff, )







TO: THE ADA COUNTY SHERIFF AND TO ANY POLICEMAN, OR PEACE OFFICER
IN THE COUNTY OF ADA OR STATE OF IDAHO.
/ siP uP v" 1\ cl4 V'Vl ~
On this date, J r'---------------------------
(hereinafter referred to as obligor)
_____failed to appear pursuant to the Court's prior order;
_____appeared before this Court in person, pro se;
~ appeared before this Court by and through counsel, :J"4t.,tuc;.~ osId/
pursuant to Order of the Court, to show cause why he/she should not be held in contempt
for:
The Court finds that the obligor is in contempt of Court.
COMMITMENT ORDER
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED, pursuant to Idaho Code Section §7-610 and §7-611, to arrest the above
named obligor, and hold him/her in the Ada County JaiL
) COMMITMENT ORDER FOR CONTEMPT - p,,,, I
000347
<' This is a criminal contempt order and the entire sentence must be served.
This is a civU contempt order, and the obligor may purge himself7herselfof
the contempt by providing satisfactory proofto the court that he/she has _
On
receipt ofthat proof: the court will order the obligor's release from custody.
~ In this case, the obligor shall be taken into custody to serve --,5_-~__
days in the Ada County Jail forthwith.
In this case, the obligor shall report to the Ada County Work Release
Center within 24 houn ofthe date and time of this Order to make arrangements to serve
____ days in the Ada County Jail at a time convenient to the Ada County Sheriff.
If the obligor meets the criteria set forth by the Ada County Sheriff and
pays the required fees, he/she may serve the sentence on the Work Release program.
If the obligor meets the criteria set forth by the Ada County Sheriff and
pays the required fees, he/she shall be allowed to serve the time at the Sheriff's Inmate
Labor Detail (SILD). The Obligor has agreed that he/she shall serve 2 days of SILD for
each day of the jaU sentence and has waived any objection that the time to be served
may exceed the permissible jail sentence for contempt.
Dated this _1_S_daY of F-~~1 ._1<)(1
VJ~ ~
Magistrate Judge
COMMITMENT ORDER FOR CONTEMPT - Page 2 000348
..
REcEtVED
FEB 1. ~ 20\\
Ada county c~erk
Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908








CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By ELAINE TOWN
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
SUPPLEMENTAL JUDGMENT
This matter having come before the Court pursuant to the memorandum of costs and
attorney fees filed by DefendantJPetitioner Amy Beth Slane, and this Court having issued its
Order awarding DefendantJPetitioner Amy Beth Slane costs and attorney fees in this matter, and
the Court having been duly apprised in the premises and good cause appearing therefore;
SUPPLEMENTAL JUDGMENT - 1 000349
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED and This Does Order that Judgment may be entered in favor
ofDefendant/Petitioner Amy Beth Slane against Defendant/Respondent Stephen Wayne Adams




I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the _\_ day of 1vtC\rC. k ,2011, I served the
foregoing document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile
and/or by depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed
to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold Hand Deliver -r-.Attorney at Law U.S. Mail
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C Facsimile
P. O. Box 917 Overnight Mail
Caldwell, Idaho 83606
Thomas B. Dominick Hand Deliver
~Dominick Law Offices, PLLC U.S. Mail
500 West Bannock Facsimile
Boise, Idaho 83702 Overnight Mail
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH
~~
Clerk of the Court
SUPPLEMENTAL JUDGMENT - 2 000350
Thomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908







MAR - 2 2011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By ELAINE TOWN
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
ORDER AWARDING ATTORNEY FEES
AND COSTS
This matter having come before the Court pursuant to the sentencing hearing of
Defendant/Respondent Stephen Wayne Adams, on the 15th day of February, 2011, and the Court
having considered the pleadings and documents on file, and the arguments of counsel and having
issued its oral decision at the hearing, and good cause appearing, therefore;
ORDER AWARDING ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS - 1
000351
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED and This Does Order that Stephen Wayne Adams shall pay
to Amy Beth Slane the sum of $4,000 as and for her attorney fees and $125 for costs in this
matter.
IT IS SO ORDERED. ~<IlL..





I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the?- day of FeblUmy, 2011, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold Hand Deliver
~Attorney at Law U.S. Mail
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C Facsimile
P. O. Box 917 Overnight Mail
Caldwell, Idaho 83606
Thomas B. Dominick Hand Deliver
~Dominick Law Offices, PLLC U.S. Mail
500 West Bannock Facsimile
Boise, Idaho 83702 Overnight Mail
CHRISTOPHER D. R1CM
~~~"'
Clerk of the Court
ORDER AWARDING ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS - 2
000352
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
Attorney at Law ISB #2975









~lD '.ili ~M :
MAR - 2 2011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By ELAINE TOWN
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
AMENDED ORDER DISMISSING
VERIFIED MOTION TO MODIFY
FILlATION ORDER AND MOTION































The Court being fully informed in the premises, Respondent Adams having filed his
Motion for Additional Written Findings, the parties having appeared thereon, personally and
through counsel, on February 15,2011, and good cause appearing therefor, hereby FINDS,
ADJUDGES, and DECREES as follows:
1. The in-court motion of Petitioner Slane to dismiss Respondent's Motion to Modify Child
Support Order and Verified Motion to Modify Filiation Order, both filed April 20, 2010,
is GRANTED, effective January 5, 2011, on the grounds and for the reasons stated
below.
AMENDED ORDER DISMISSING VERIFIED MOTION TO MODIFY FILIATION ORDER AND MOTION TO
MODIFY CHILD SUPPORT ORDER Page-l
000353
.. .. , .
2. Respondent Adams has been found, on January 5, 2011, to be guilty of one count of
criminal contempt for non-payment of child support. - _
~Cil-~ .- {,tL'";) t1LIIJ"..J Wl l)Sl<V-j
3. Whereas Respondent Adam~as oeen found to be unable to purge his contempt by
payment of the contempt amount, $5715, before his sentencing thereon;';~ch inability~'>~
b~dk~k>Ii be for reasons beyond his control, such as incarceration.
4. Under authority of Nab v. Nab, 114 Idaho 512, 757 P. 2d 1231 (Ct. App. 1988), the Court
is therefore unable to entertain a motion to modify child support under the facts as stated
above.
5. Since the Respondent's motion to modify custody is indivisible from his motion to
modify child support, his motions to modify incorporating both elements must be and
hereby are dismissed in their entirety.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
DATED this 2- day Of---!ak:<--_. ~ _=__-., 2011.
t1J1L~
Michael J. Reardon, Magistrate Judge
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certified that on the ')..... day of_Kare ~ ,2011, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by the method indicated:
James M. Runsvold










_Certified Mail-Receipt # _
Fax #459-0288
Hand Delivered=tRegular Mail
_Certified Mail':Receipt #,- _
Fax #342-6553
~H~~~
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
































Fee Category: L. 2
COMES NOW Appellant Stephen W. Adams aka Steven Wayne Adams by and through
his attorney of record James M. Runsvold and, pursuant to IRCP Rule 83(f), serves notice of
appeal herein as follows:





1. Title of court from which appeal taken: Magistrate Division, Fourth District Court,
Honorable Michael J. Reardon, presiding.
2. Title of court to which appeal taken: Fourth District Court.
3. Appeal taken from: Amended Order Dismissing Verified Motion to Modify Filiation
Order and Motion to Modify Child Support Order, entered March 2,2011, Exhibit A
hereto.
4. Appeal taken as to matters of: Law (only)
5. The proceedings were recorded, to Appellant's knowledge, by the Clerk of Court, Ada
County, Fourth Judicial District.
6. Issues on appeal:
(a) Whether, as a matter oflaw, the magistrate erred in dismissing Appellant's motion to
modify child custody/visitation.
(b) Whether, as a matter oflaw, the magistrate erred in dismissing Appellant's motion to
modify.
(c) Whether Nab v. Nab, 114 Idaho 572, 757 P. 2d 1231 (Ct. App. 1988) should be
interpreted to allow modification of child custody/visitation and/or child support in
this case, or alternatively, declared to be no longer applicable to the circumstances of
this case.
DATED this -11- day of
NOTICE OF APPEAL Page-2
000356
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE A-
I, the undersigned, hereby certified that on the 11 day of a.tr l / ' 2011, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by the method indicated:
The Honorable Michael 1. Reardon
Ada County Courthouse
200 W. Front Street
Boise, Idaho 83702
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Office, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702
NOTICE OF APPEAL Page-3
~d Delivered
egular Mail
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MAR - 2 2011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By ELAINE TOWN
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
AMENDED ORDER DISMISSING
VERIFIED MOTION TO MODIFY
FILlATION ORDER AND MOTION































The Court being fully informed in the premises. Respondent Adams having filed his
Motion for Additional Written Findings. the parties having appeared thereon, personally and
through counsel, on February 15,2011, and good cause appearing therefor, hereby FINDS,
ADJUDGES. and DECREES as follows:
I. The in-court motion of Petitioner Slane to dismiss Respondent's Motion to Modify Child
Support Order and Verified Motion to Modify Filiation Order. both filed April 20. 2010,
is GRANTED. effective January 5.2011. on the grounds and for the reasons stated
below.
AMENDED ORDER DISMISSING VERIFIED MOTION TO MODIFY FILIATION ORDER AND MOTION TO
MODIFY CHILD SUPPORT ORDER Page-l
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· ". '"
2. Respondent Adams has been found, on January 5, 2011, to be guilty of one count of
criminal contempt for non-payment of child support. - .
~ Q,,~ ....... /.A. l~ ow,," ...pl WI I;) Sl V'I
3. Whereas Respondent Adams,.ras oeen found to be unable to purge his contempt by
payment of the contempt amount, $5715, before his sentencing thereon;";~ch inabilityt; '>~
~QJ:l"""C:>~n,
fQuo.d.~~be for reasons beyond his control, such as incarceration.
4. Under authority of Nab v. Nab, 114 Idaho 512, 757 P. 2d 1231 (Ct. App. 1988), the Court
is therefore unable to entertain a motion to modify child support under the facts as stated
above.
5. Since the Respondent's motion to modify custody is indivisible from his motion to
modify child support, his motions to modify incorporating both elements must be and
hereby are dismissed in their entirety.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
DATED this 2- day of----'~"__ vc-C __=__-, 2011.UJ.iL-CO~V
Michael J. Reardon, Magistrate Judge
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certified that on the1- day ofJiure ~ ,2011, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by the method indicated:
James M. Runsvold





Dominick Law Office, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702
, Hand Deliveredr Regular Mail
_Certified Mail-Receipt # _
Fax #459-0288
Hand Delivered=t.Regular Mail
_Certified Mail-Receipt # _
Fax #342-6553
~H~~I~
AMENDED ORDER DISMISSING VERIFIED MOTION TO MODIFY FILIATION ORDER AND MOTION TO
MODIFY CHILD SUPPORT ORDER Page-2
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Filed
Monday. April 11 . 2011 at 02:50 PM
CHRISTOPHER D. I , CL K OF THE COURT
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
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NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case has been reassigned to the
Honorable KATHRYN A STICKLEN.
Dated this 11th day of April, 2011. 1.- • 't ! I ~:.f iliff,\ !,I' iJ...',,\ J' .J Cj. ','.'',\\ -. "1 ., " .. ~,)e,•• < /" "\ .tt- •• '<.. A
,. '. 0' f'l. v'. ~ ::' ,"" .,.,,'"
CHRISTOPIjER' j2). RICt\ ~'\\- .... ":.:.,
Clerk of the Di~t ~;G0tJ~ • :. ';.: ;
• . J. ~? : r,
,10 • ...; :,
\')l'P oe .....






I hereby certify that on Monday, April 11, 2011, I have delivered a true and





737 N 7th Street
Boise ID 83702
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"co' .J c
CHRISTOPH~~J3,,,.R1eli.,,,,/




Attorney at Law ISB #2975









IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
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COMES NOW Appellant Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record
James M. Runsvold and, pursuant to Rule 830)(2), moves the Court to hearhlsappeal in
accordance with subsection (A) of said Rule, to-wit, by deciding the appeal on the clerk's record,
the briefs of the parties, and oral argument only, the appeal involving only questions oflaw.
DATED this R day of I1:::.e.J2. (L ,2011.
~(~~SVOid
MOTION FOR ALTERNATE METHOD OF APPEAL/ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED Page-l
000362
.. I.' -.0- •
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE t
I, the undersigned, hereby certified that on the -t+- day of , 2011, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following b the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
Case No. CV DR 0300690D































COMES NOW Appellant Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record
James M. Runsvold and, pursuant to IRCP Rule 83(t), provides his brief in support of his Rule
83G)(2) motion for alternative method ofhearing appeal, as follows:
1. The only issues on appeal are issues of law, as follows:
BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF RULE 83(J)(2) MOTION Page-l
000364
(a) Whether, as a matter oflaw, the magistrate erred in dismissing Appellant's motion to
modify child custody/visitation.
(b) Whether, as a matter of law, the magistrate erred in dismissing Appellant's motion to
modify.
(c) Whether Nab v. Nab, 114 Idaho 572, 757 P. 2d 1231 (Ct. App. 1988) should be
interpreted to allow modification of child custody/visitation and/or child support in
this case, or alternatively, declared to be no longer applicable to the circumstances of
this case.
2. Appellant is not appealing any of the Magistrate's factual findings in this case. For
purposes of this appeal, Appellant admits that he was in criminal contempt of his child
support order and that he is unable to purge his contempt, as found by the Magistrate.
3. There being no necessity for a transcript to decide this appeal, Appellant is asking that
preparation ofa transcript be waived and that the matter be decided on the clerk's record,
briefs, and oral argument as provi,ded in Rule 83G)(2)(A).
DATED this --U- day of fte '( \, ,2011.
~
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ,
I, the undersigned, hereby certified that on the 1L day of~ r I I ,20", a Ime
and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following y the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Office, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702
BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF RULE 83(J)(2) MOTION Page-2
Hand Delivered
_Regular Mail
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE ~e '-\~T H JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF _":"';~:...JIO..........Pt...:.- _
AN\'( BeTH SLANE:




STATE OF IDAHO )
) ss.
County of C4."\ d 11 V\ )
Case No.:C\l D@.... 01 OObqO P
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE
WAIVER
A~PEu...ANT S'.J.ephE'r'l W. ,qdGV'-\~ ro.~ s-lev~Vv~ f'1t A ~,C')
[ ] Plaintiff [ ] Defendant asks to start or defend tnis case without paying fees, Idaho
Code Section 31-3220, and swears under oath:
1. This is an action for (type of case) ~E'.5 f{c ce (a.~S" lappegJ
2. I am unable to pay the court costs. I verify that the statements made in this Affidavit are
true and correct. I understand that a false statement in this Affidavit is perjury and I could
be sent to prison for one to 14 years. The waiver of payment does not prevent the court
from later ordering me to pay costs and fees.






Do not leave any items blank. If any item does not apply, write "N/A". Attach additional pages if
more space is needed for any response.
IDENTIFICATION AND RESIDENCE:
Name: 5\e.l\2feD W"Adaxh5 Other name(s) I have used:Steve 01("
Ch\Q~
Address: 51 'PO\se I
How long at that address? C\ t'aOCJ\'a5
Date and place ofbirth , l
Education completed (years): (2£;\») VOG cot 'CX{)e
FAMILY:
Marital Status: [ JSingle rXJ Married [ JDivorced [J Widowed [] Separated
The following minor children live with me:
Name Age Relationship
JOse, \1nrtioc:j-J - step son
Child Support Received ($/month)
EMPLOYMENT:
Occupation: GDhS1Y\JC--\-\On
Position: ~u-(\f.....l:~){~ Salary: $ or $ per hour
Monthly gross income $.....5:].-..==::_-_._2£0~=,=-.....;..~__" If your current position is temporary what
are the start and end dates? _
Phone number to use to verify:20~ .ru'l.· :\0\ \ 2$ If you have held this job less than
one year, previous employer: _
Phone number to use to verify: _
Spouse's Occupation: .....c:,.I-:/......'8 ...o.-- "Employed by: MC\?\m ttR\tb t\ \Y\iCS
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER PAGE 2
CAO FW 1-9
000367
\ t\) ~ C I . I RsslstttY' \~ tOO
Position:\,,--r,C, .tHr~(a(b(; Salary: $ or $ J. per hour
Monthly gross income $ \ lOnG .~ . If your spouse's current position is
temporary what are the start and end dates? _
I receive assistance or support from the following sources and in the following monthly
amounts:
Spouse:~'o\~,welfare: $-.5!l-- Food Stamps: $ ¢ Relatives: $----2L-
Unemployment Compensation:$~ Social Security:$~ Retirement: $-¥1-
Former Spouse: $ Other (identify) $ _
If unemployed, how long since your last regular employment? _
List all places where you have applied for work in the last six months:
Company
~\\ exn\0\~l\td
Last Applied Reason for Rejection
Are you willing to work now?~eS What work can you do? ffiffi-1fUCnOD
I!l
What is the minimum wage for which you are willing to work? $-I-1I::L-:L. _
List all employers you worked for during the last three years.
Company Date Tern,i"ated Ending Salary Reason for Termination
~\~ e:a\?\~ 2DC4> ±D ('Uv(ecl
Are you capable of working now? t'/J..Yes [ ] No If no, why not? _




If a health problem keeps you from working, provide the name of your treating doctor: _
____________. Is your health problem permanent? [ ] Yes [ ] No




List all real property (land and buildings) owned or being purchased by you.
. Legal
Address City State Description Value
List all other property owned by you and state its value.
Description (provide description for each item)
Cash
Notes and Receivables f\une
Vehicles:\q~~ ooe\l~SU::AuX:xw !2CO\ D\05. BUXO('cA
Bank/Credit Union/Savings/Checking Accounts DQ'r\e
Stocks/Bondsllnvestments/Certificates of Deposit\\0'(\e
Trust Funds l:\()Y:\~
Retirement Accounts/IRAs/401 (k)s OOf)e























Vehicle Payment(s) .~ 200 ~ 260 ~
Credit Cards (list last 4 digits of each account number)

































How much can you borrow? $nc::ne ' From whom? \ Yn\le flO \\\1\~~)Sl;1 \ j .
When did you file your last income tax return? 2.C([j Amount of refund: $.0--
PERSONAL REFERENCES: (These persons must be able to verify information provided.)
,
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this -.!.L day of _l¥..........r......L~I _
20.J..L. ".,'"..... ~•• ' ~. RUNS " ••'(.~ vo •• ~• ~'" .. ' ". <': • -
~~~ .... aTARy·... <=)·· ~~",..=-~~..:::...;::~----
:~/~ .... : ~O~I_!ho ~_
: : -' - i Residing at ......C!4=a..A:6.....~:w::-~'--:- _
\ \" PUSUC ...... } My Commission expires '-If:- 2t?/b
.... "'0, •••• ~ ,'"
•••• .sr,.iiE'OF' \~~" """., .... ,, ,"""
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Case No. CV DR 03006900
RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR WAIVER
OF TRANSCRIPT AND WAIVER OF
FEES
COMES NOW Respondent Amy Beth Slane, by and through lUldersigned counsel of
record, and respectfully objects to Appellant Stephen Wayne Adams' request for a alternate
appeal, namely waiving a transcript and requesting a waiver of fees on appeal.
Argument
1. The transcript should 110t totally be waived. A partial transcript should be prepared.
RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR WAIVER OF TRANSCRIPT AND WAIVER OF PEES - 1
000372
04/28/2011 08:56 208342 "'3 SCOTT LAW OFFIC PAGE 03/04
This appeal involves mixed questions of law and fact. Respondent requests that at least a
transcript of Judge Reardon's rulings with respect to the contempt and dismissal of the motions
to modify should be prepared. That is because Judge Reardon's oral decision concerning the
contempt issue addressed questions conceming the ability of the Appellant to comply with the
contempt order. Similarly, the oral ruling concerning the motion to modifY should of course be
prepared. The Respondent has no objection to not transcribing tile elltire trial proceedings.
2. There is no basis for waiving fees a.nd costs on appeal.
Counsel for Respondent has not received a motion for waiver of fees and costs, just a
letter and an order with respect thereto. However, it shou.ld be noted that throughout the
proceedings below, numerous pretrial hearings and motions filed by Appellant, the trial and tIns
appeal, the Appellant has been represented by a private attorney. Mr. Runsvold indicated at the
trial below, that over $5,000 of fees had been charged by him with respect to this case. Thus,
Mr. RunsvoJd is not a pro bono attorney. Appellant apparently has the funds to pay for private
counsel and to have that counsel pursue appeals, but then reflll)es to pay any appellate fees. This
Appellant also would rather pay an attorney than pay child support. Respondent objects to any
waiver of fees and costs in this matter.
Respondent's counsel was just retained for this appeal on April 26, 2011. That is why
this response is being filed at this time.




RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR WAIVER OF TRANSCRIPT AND WAIVER OF FEES· 2
000373
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 2tday of April, 2011; J. served the foregoing
document by having a tnle and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid th.ereon, a.nd addressed to:
Mr. James M. RWlsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
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THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
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Having reviewed Appellant's Motion and Affidavit for Fee Waiver,
~HIS COURT ORDERS the waiver of prepaid fees by Appellant.
[ ] THIS COURT ORDERS the waiver of prepaid costs by Appellant.
~HIS COURT ORDERS the waiver of transcript fees by Appellant.
ORDER RE: WAIVER OF FEES AND COSTS INCLUDING TRANSCRIPT FEE Page-l
000375
· .. .. ..
[ ] THIS COURT DENIES the waiver because the Court finds the Appellant is not indigent
pursuant to Idaho Code Section 31-3220.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
DATED this~day of~1"'--JrlIr:-"1'J,-...,.~-t:---=--_~ ---r"\--_' 2011.
~ Kathryn A. Sticklen, District Judge
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certified that on the~ day of 'lfnClAA- ,2011, a true








































IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA


































COMES NOW Appellant Stephen W. Adams aka Steven Wayne Adams by and through
his attorney of record James M. Runsvold and replies to Respondent's response to his motion for
waiver of transcript and waiver of fees:
1. A complete transcript is not objectionable to Appellant except that he is unable to pay for it.
APPELLANT'S REPLY TO RESPONDENT'S RESPONSE Page-l
000377
2. Appellant's attorney is handling the appeal pro bono, notwithstanding Respondent's
suggestion, unsupported by personal knowledge, to the contrary. Any attorney fee liability
incurred by Appellant heretofore is one more debt which supports his claim of indigency.
Whether or not the case was handled (voluntarily) pro bono in the magistrate court is not
relevant.
3. It is requested that the fee for the transcript, if any, and other costs herein be waived.
4. Respondent has no standing to object to a fee waiver in this case.
DATED this~ day of lfJo/ ,2011.
~~
CERTIFICATE OF SEIiJICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certified that on the~ day of--:-.-.LL~!=::::.J=-__' 2011, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by t method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick





_Certified Mail-Receipt # _
ax #342-6553
APPELLANT'S REPLY TO RESPONDENT'S RESPONSE Page-2
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NO'_I/ ~ 1;tllLEDA.M. - .{..P,M. _
MAY 132011
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT O'F
CHRISTOPHER O. RICH, Clerk
















Notice of Appeal having been filed herein, and it appearing that the issues
presented on appeal are solely questions of law rather than fact; and it further
appearing that no transcript is necessary to process this appeal:
It is ORDERED:
1) That the Appellant's brief shall be filed and served within thirty-five (35)
days of the date of this Order.
2) That the Respondent's brief shall be filed and served within twenty-eight
(28) days after service of Appellant's brief.
3) That Appellant's reply brief, if any, shall be filed and served within twenty-
one (21) days after service of Respondent's brief.
000379
4) That either party may notice the matter for oral argument after all briefs are
filed, and that if within fourteen (14) days after the final brief is filed, neither party
does so notice for oral argument, the Court will deem oral argument waived and
decide the case on the briefs and the record.





I hereby certify that on this 13th day of May, 2011, I mailed (served) a true and
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RUNSVOLD LAW OFFICE PLLC







IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
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COMES NOW Appellant Stephen W. Adams aka Steven (sic) Wayne Adams (Stephen)
by and through his attorney of record James M. Runsvold and, pursuant to IRCP Rule 83(v) and




• Table of contents 2
• Table of Cases and Authorities 2
• Statement of the Case 3
• Issues Presented on Appeal. 4
• Attorney Fees on Appeal. 4
• Argument
I. Nab v. Nab cannot apply in a criminal contempt case .4
II. Alternatively, Nab v. Nab does not bar a criminal contemnor .4
III. Nab v. Nab should not bar a motion to modify child custody/visitation 5
IV. Rodriguez is distinguishable 6
V. Rodriguez is wrongly decided insofar as it extends Nab to custody 6
VI. Joint legal custody is presumed to be in the best interest of the child 9
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• Conclusion 12
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
(i) Child custody/visitation and support modification; criminal contempt for non-payment of
child support.
(ii) A filiation order was entered by default on June 11,2003. Judgment and Order of Filiation.
Respondent Amy Slane's (Amy's) contempt motion was filed on March 11,2010, alleging non-
payment of child support. Stephen timely answered, asserting affirmative defenses, and moved to
modify custody/visitation and separately moved to modify his support obligation. Amy answered
and counterclaimed for modification of custody/visitation. Amy's contempt motion was tried
first and Stephen was found to be in criminal contempt and, upon his admission, found to be
unable to "purge" his contempt by paying the contempt amount. Having found Stephen to be in
criminal contempt, and on Amy's oral motion, the magistrate summarily dismissed Stephen's
motions to modify custody/visitation and support. Stephen was subsequently sentenced to jail
and assessed attorney's fees and costs.
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(iii) Stephen and Amy are the parents of1.R.S., born , now age 8. They have
never been married. Stephen was found to have not paid the monthly child support due of$635
for the month ofNovember, 2009, as well as for seven additional months in 2009 and 2010,
despite having the then-present ability to do so. Because of the disposition of the case, there have
been no findings going to the best interest of the child, the parties' current child support incomes,
or related matters.
ISSUES PRESENTED ON APPEAL
(a) Whether, as a matter oflaw, the magistrate erred in dismissing Stephen's motion to
modify child custody/visitation.
(b) Whether, as a matter oflaw, the magistrate erred in dismissing Stephen's motion to
modify child support.
(c) Whether Nab v. Nab, 114 Idaho 572, 757 P. 2d 1231 (Ct. App. 1988) should be
interpreted to allow modification of child custody/visitation and/or child support in this case, or
alternatively, declared to be no longer applicable to the circumstances of this case.
ATTORNEY FEES ON APPEAL
Stephen seeks an award of attorney fees on appeal under Idaho Code Section 7-610 and
12-121 and IRCP Rules 54(e) and 75(m), and IAR Rule 41. The bases for the claim include but
are not limited to the following:
1. Dismissal of Stephen's motions is an abuse of discretion and a contempt punishment
exceeding the power of the magistrate.
2. Opposing Stephen's appeal would be unreasonable and without foundation in law.
ARGUMENT
1. NAB V. NAB CANNOT APPLY IN A CRIMINAL CONTEMPT CASE.
The magistrate relied upon the authority ofNab v. Nab, 114 Idaho 512, 757 P.2d 1231
(Ct. App. 1988) to dismiss Stephen's motions to modify. Nab holds that only where a contemnor
cannot purge his contempt for reasons beyond his control, such as because he is incarcerated,
does the court have jurisdiction to modify a contemnor's child support obligation. Id., 114 Idaho
at 518. By definition, however, criminal contempt cannot be purged. "A criminal sanction is one
that is unconditional. The contemnor cannot avoid the sanction entirely or have it cease by doing
what the contemnor had been previously ordered by the court to do," IRCP Rule 75(a)(7). That
is, purging is not a concept consistent with a criminal contempt. Rather, a requirement to "purge"
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a criminal contempt is actually a term of probation imposed as part of the sanction. Johnson v.
Howard, 11.4 ISCR 50 (February 2, 2011).Therefore, Nab has no application to a criminal
contempt.
II. ALTERNATIVELY, NAB V. NAB DOES NOT BAR A CRIMINAL CONTEMNOR.
Under the rule ofNab, a court does have jurisdiction to modify child support if the
contemnor cannot purge his contempt through no fault of his own. Rodriguez v. Rodriguez, 11.6
ICAR 51 (March 10,2011). It is not however a criminal contemnor's fault that his criminal
contempt cannot be purged. It cannot be purged, by definition. IRCP Rule 75(a)(7), supra.
Therefore, Nab does not bar a criminal contemnor's motion to modify.
Nab itself makes clear that the contemnor's contempt in that case was a civil not a
criminal contempt. The Nab court recognized that a denial of a modification could be a
reasonable civil contempt sanction to compel compliance with the child support order, but only if
the contemnor could come into compliance:
Here, the [magistrate] explained to Nab that he must purge himself of the
contempt before his motion to modify would be considered. Apparently,
in the magistrate's opinion, refusal to consider modifying the support
requirement was a civil contempt sanction intended to coerce compliance
with the prior child support order. To justify a coercive sanction, a
person held in civil contempt must be able to comply with the court
order in question.
* * *
However, sanctioning Nab for contempt by refusing to consider his
motion when he is unable to purge himself of that contempt runs
contrary to the very purpose of civil contempt.
Id., 114 Idaho at 517-518 (emphasis added).
III. NAB V. NAB SHOULD NOT BAR A MOTION TO MODIFY CHILD
CUSTODYNISITATION.
Child custody and visitation issues are to be decided in the best interest of the child.
Schultz v. Schultz, 145 Idaho 859, 187 P. 3d. 1234 (2008); Roosma v. Moots, 62 Idaho 450, 112
P. 2d 1000 (1941); Idaho Code Section 32-717. Indeed, "the best interest of the children is of
paramount importance," Webb v. Webb, 143 Idaho 521, 148 P.3d 1267, 1272 (2006). All
relevant factors are to be considered in determining "best interest", including those listed in
Idaho Code Section 32-717. Id., subsection (1); Roeh v. Roeh, 113 Idaho 557, 558, 746 P.2d
1016 (Ct. App. 1987). Among the listed factors is the character and circumstances of the
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individuals involved. Id., subsection (1)(e). This factor seems to encompass contemptuous failure
to support the child. If not, it may be one of the "all relevant factors" not expressly listed.
However, while contempt may be considered in a custody case, it no more than any other one
factor may be considered exclusively or given undue weight. Thus, for example, "[c]contempt
of court on the part of the custodial parent will not alone justify taking custody from such
parent," Kalousek v. Kalousek, 77 Idaho 433, 439, 293 P. 2d 953,957 (1956); Moye v. Moye,
102 Idaho 170,627 P.2d 800 (1981).
Irrelevant factors may not be considered, Brownson v. Allen, 134 Idaho 60, 63, 995 P.2d
830,833(2000); Roeh v. Roeh, supra; nor may the court assign too much weight to anyone
factor. Schultz v. Shultz, 145 Idaho 859, 187 P. 3d 1234, 1238 (2008); Moye v. Moye, supra.
The determination of custody issues "cannot be used as a means of punishment or reward
of either parent", Kalousek v. Kalousek, 77 Idaho 733, 439, 293 P. 2d 953, 957 (1956).
IV. RODRIGUEZ IS DISTINGUISHABLE.
The Court of Appeals recently concluded that" the holding in Nab applies in
modification of child custody or visitation proceedings," Rodriguez, supra, 11.6 ICAR at 55.
However, since the magistrate had "failed to make a determination of whether it was presently
impossible for [contemnor] to purge herself ofher contempt", id., the Rodriguez case was
remanded to the magistrate for such determination.
In the present case, the magistrate expressly made a finding that Father could not "purge"
his contempt: "Respondent Adams, based on his own admission, has been found to be unable to
purge his contempt...", Amended Order Dismissing (etc.), supra, para. 3.
Notably, Rodriguez does not require that the contemnor show that the impossibility of
purging the contempt is for reasons beyond his or her control. It thus has loosened the rigid rule
ofNab in removing the "beyond contemnor's control" element.
V. RODRIGUEZ IS WRONGLY DECIDED INSOFAR AS IT EXTENDS NAB TO
CUSTODY.
The analysis in Rodriguez starts with Sauvageau v. Sauvageau, 59 Idaho 190,81 P. 2d
731 (1938). The relevant language is dicta:
[W]e observe, in the outset, that it appears that appellant is in contempt
of the district court for failure to comply with the order and judgment of
the court, requiring him to pay attorney's fees and monthly support and
maintenance for the wife and child. Under such circumstances, it is
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doubtful if the appellant would be entitled to a hearing on appeal until he
either complies with the order or purges himself of contempt; but we are
not passing on that guestion [citations deleted] for the reason that the
respondent is the one in whose favor the order was made and she is the
one who applied to the court to set the case down for hearing on its
merits.
Id., 59 Idaho at 193 (emphasis added). Thus Sauvagau is not controlling authority on the Nab
Issue.
The second case cited by Rodriguez is misconstrued. In Brown v. Brown, 66 Idaho 625,
165 P. 2d 886 (1946), mother was awarded custody of the three children and father was ordered
to pay child support. However, father absconded with the children and failed to pay support. He
then moved to modify the custody and support. Having been found in contempt by the trial court,
the father was found to have no right to seek a child support modification:
[U]ntil purged of the contempt by payment of past due installments,
[father] has no right as the moving party to be heard in connection
therewith or as to modification of future payments under the original
decree.
Id., 66 Idaho at 628 (citing to Sauvageau, supra). The Brown court continued, however, as
follows:
[Father] by reason of his failure to purge himself of his contempt by
payment or valid excuse, is in no position as the moving party to
question the court's order as to custody. [citing Sauvageu]. The welfare
of the children is, however, paramount, and independent of the [father's]
situation, and the court's specific charge.
Id., 66 Idaho at 629 (citing then-section 31-705 I.C.A., et al.)(emphasis added). Recognizing that,
irrespective of father's contempt, the Court's "paramount" duty was to the welfare of the
children it upheld the trial court's award of custody of the older son to father, and remanded for
determination as to placement of the other two children. In other words, Brown does not decline
to change custody to a parent in contempt for non-payment of child support, where the change is
in the best interest of the child.
Rodriguez next cites Hoagland v. Hoagland, 67 Idaho 67, 170 P. 2d 609 (1946) as
continuing and enhancing the line of cases starting with Sauvageau. In Hoagland, the father was
in contempt for non-payment of child support. Nonetheless the trial court granted his motion for
change of custody, on a best interest analysis. The Supreme Court reversed, stating:
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The proof is conflicting, and the only question of significance is that of
placing the minors together because of their attachment one for the other
and the recurring nervousness of both when separated from each other.
Regardless, however, of the facts found to exist, the trial court was
without authority to proceed with the hearing or modify the decree until
the applicant had purged himself of the contempt by payment of the
delinquent installments.
67 Idaho at 70. Clearly, Hoagland is not consistent with present conceptions of criminal (non-
purgeable) and civil (purgeable) contempts, as embodied in IRCP Rule 75. In any case, it could
only apply in a civil contempt case, under modem law, and not under the facts of Rodriguez or
the present case, which are criminal contempt (non-purgeable) cases. Notably it is the only case
cited in Rodriguez wherein a denial of custody modification is based upon contempt of a support
order.
Lusty v. Lusty, 70 Idaho 382, 219 P. 2d 280 (1950) is cited next. It is an alimony (spousal
maintenance) case, not a child support case. When the ex-husband was charged with contempt
for non-payment, he denied the charge and counterclaimed to modify the alimony amount. The
trial court found in the ex-husband's favor. The Supreme Court reversed on the grounds that the
evidence did not support the trial court's finding. Rather the evidence showed that the ex-
husband could have paid but chose not to. Under those circumstances, the Lusty court found that
the ex-husband "was not entitled to urge a modification of the decree, nor may he do so until he
has complied with the terms of the original decree", id., 70 Idaho at 388. Obviously the
"paramount" consideration of best interests did not come into play in this non-custody case.
Finally, Rodriguez cites Nab v. Nab, 114 Idaho 512, 757 P. 2d 1231 (Ct. App. 1988). It
notes correctly that "Nab dealt with modification of child support and not modification of child
custody or visitation", id., 11.6 ICAR 55. It then simply announces, "Having noted that
distinction, we conclude that the holding ofNab applies in modification of child custody
proceedings", id. There is no attempt at all to reconcile the application ofNab to custody cases
with the bedrock principle that best interests are "paramount".
Since "paramount" means "pre-eminent" or "supreme", that is, above all others, best
interest must trump contempt. As noted in Brown, supra, "The welfare of the children is,
however, paramount to, and independent of the [contemnor's] situation, and the court's specific
charge", id., 66 Idaho at 629. Nothing has changed, in the child custody statute or case law, in
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the last 65 years to change that fundamental principle. The only case to the contrary, Hoagland,
supra, must be viewed as an aberration.
Foreign authorities support the view that the Nab rule should not be extended to custody
cases. Thus, while acknowledging Hoagland and Brown, supra, the Court of Appeals of Missouri
has stated as follows:
Accordingly, we rule that the divorce court in its discretion and in a
proper case may impose upon the father, as a price for the maintenance
ofhis motion to modify the custody provisions of a divorce decree, the
obligation of paying in full all arrearages due under the child support
provisions of the decree. In this connection see In re Elmer's
Guardianship, 125 N.J. Eq. 148,4 A.2d 387; Hoagland v. Hoagland, 67
Idaho 67, 170 P. 2d 609; Brown v. Brown, 66 Idaho 625, 165 P. 2d 886.
It should be emphasized, however, that this rule should not be applied
peremptorily or in any case where its application would be contrary to
the welfare of the child involved. The power to invoke the rule should be
exercised sparingly, and only after sufficient inquiry has been made into
the status of the child to satisfy the court that the child's best welfare will
not be prejudiced.
Link v. Link, 262 S.W. 2d 318 (Mo. App. 1953).
A similar sentiment has been expressed by the Virginia Supreme Court, in quoting
approvingly from the court below:
The decree also stated that the present proceeding involved mainly the
welfare and best interests of the child, and that these were not dependent
upon whether the appellee was delinquent in the payments theretofore
required ofhim.
Lindsey v. Lindsey, 182 Va. 775,30 S. E. 2d 707 (Va. 1944).
VI. JOINT LEGAL CUSTODY IS PRESUMED TO BE IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE
CHILD.
The legislature has spoken clearly and unequivocally: Absent a finding that a parent is a
habitual perpetrator of domestic violence and absent a preponderance of evidence to the contrary,
it is presumed that joint custody is in the best interest of the child. Idaho Code Section 32-717B,
subsections (4) and (5). Here, there has been no evidence presented nor finding made to
overcome the presumption. Therefore, presumptively, Stephen is entitled to joint custody of the
parties' daughter. This includes "physical custody ... shared by the parents in such a way as to
assure the child...offrequent and continuing contact with both parents", id., subsection (1).
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The Supreme Court has underscored the potency of the statutory presumption and found
further support in coordinate statutes:
In addition to those factors listed [in Section 32-717(1)], it is presumed
in our law that a continuing relationship with both parents is in a child's
best interest. Idaho Code Sections 32-717B(4), 32-1007, and 18-4506..
That is a fundamental principle that must be considered.
Hopper v. Hooper, 144 Idaho 624, 167 P. 3d 761, 764 (2007).
The magistrate's ruling has in effect deprived Stephen ofjoint custody of the parties'
daughter on grounds other than the only ground permitted by the statute, the best interest of the
child, with habitual domestic violence alone being decisive. It thus has improperly deprived
I.R.S. of the "continuing relationship with both parents" to which she is entitled.
VII. INTERTWINING OF SUPPORT AND CUSTODY IS IRRELEVANT.
The magistrate's order states in pertinent part as follows:
Since the Respondent's motion to modify custody is indivisible from his
motion to modify child support, his motion to modify incorporating both
elements must be and hereby are dismissed in their entirety.
Id., para 5. This is obviously an unfounded statement because Stephen filed two separate motions
to modify, one strictly limited to child support modification on the express grounds of income
change, Motion to Modify Child Support Order, April 20, 2010; and the other to modify
custody/visitation, and child support as an incident hereto, Verified Motion to Modify Filiation
Order, April 20, 2010. However, the magistrate apparently reasoned that custody or visitation
cannot be changed without affecting child support. Therefore, according to that reasoning, a
custody/visitation modification could be a back door way to get a child support modification and,
since a contemnor cannot get a child support modification under Nab (as he incorrectly
understands it), the contemnor also cannot get a custody/visitation modification.
This flawed logic at most proves the law of unintended consequences.
Child support has always been linked to child custody, of course: the primary physical
custodian is generally the one who gets child support from the other parent. Child support is now
also explicitly linked to visitation, in a limited way:
Determining shared custody. It is recognized there is an overall increase
in child rearing costs created by shared custody. If the child spends more
than 25% of the overnights in a year with each parent, an adjustment in
the Guidelines amount shall be made.
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IRCP Rule 6(c)(6), Child Support Guidelines, subsection (e)(I).
The purpose of the linkage between custody/visitation and child support is expressly
stated: to recognize the increased cost to the visiting parent when he/she has the children for an
extended period. For practical reasons, the increased cost is recognized in the child support
calculation (in effect as a credit) when the extended visitation ("shared custody") has the child
spending more than a quarter of the overnights with the visiting parent.
Since the linkage only begins to kick in at the 25% threshold, Stephen's child support
could not have been affected unless visitation over the threshold was ordered. Typically, with a
"traditional" visitation schedule of every-other weekend plus a couple weeks in the summer and
alternating holidays, the overnights do not exceed 25%. Therefore, it is unlikely that Stephen's
child support obligation would have been affected by awarding him visitation.
In any case, it could not have been the Supreme Court's intent in drafting current
Guidelines subsection (e)(I) to impact custody and contempt issues. Rather the purpose in
amending that section to its current form was to recognize economic reality and to provide some
guidance to the divorce courts who had been struggling with determining whether there was an
actual sharing of child rearing costs due to extended visitations, etc.
Clearly, the magistrate in this case has the tail wagging the dog. The co-mingling of
support and visitation issues created or recognized by Guidelines subsection (e)(I) cannot
reasonably be used to summarily dismiss a motion to modify visitation based upon child support
issues.
The line of cases holding that visitation cannot be denied even if child support is not paid
and, conversely, that child support cannot be withheld simply because visitation is denied
supports this view. See, M., Kirkwood v. Kirkwood, 83 Idaho 144,363 P. 2d 1016 (1961).
VIII. DENIAL OF COURT ACCESS IS NOT AN ALLOWED PENALTY FOR CONTEMPT.
The penalties for contempt are specified by the legislature in the contempt statute. Those
penalties do not include denial of access to the courts. Therefore, the magistrate's refusal to hear
Stephen's motion to modify custody/visitation because of his contempt is an abuse of discretion.
The allowable penalties for contempt for non-payment of child support are specified in
Idaho Code Sections 7-610 and 7-612, as follows:
Judgment-Penalty. Upon the answer and evidence taken, the court or




the contempt charged, and if it be adjudged that he is guilty of the
contempt, a fine may be imposed on him not exceeding five thousand
dollars ($5,000), or he may be imprisoned not exceeding five (5) days, or
both; except that if the contempt ofwhich the defendant be adjudged
guilty be a disobedience of a judgment or order for the support of minor
children, he may be imprisoned not exceeding thirty (30) days in
addition to such fine, under this section, as the court may impose.
Additionally, the court in its discretion, may award attorney's fees and
costs to the prevailing party.
Idaho Code Section 7-610.
Additional penalties for child support delinquency. In addition to the
penalties for contempt contained in this chapter, the following additional
penalties are available for a child support delinquency:
(1) Work activities. In all cases under chapter 2, title 56, Idaho Code,
where the custodial parent or children receive temporary assistance for
families in Idaho, and the obligor owes past due support and is not
incapacitated, the court may issue an order requiring the obligor to
participate in work activities.
(2) License suspension. Pursuant to chapter 14, title 7, Idaho, Code, the
court may issue an order suspending a license for a child support
delinquency as defined by section 7-1402.
Idaho Code Section 7-612.
Thus the magistrate could have sentenced Stephen to up to 30 days in jail, fined him up to
$5000, assessed attorney fees and costs against him, ordered him to "participate in work
activities" (if on state assistance), and/or suspended his licenses. But the magistrate did more: he
denied Stephen access to the court, preventing him from pursuing his motions for
custody/visitation and support modification. This is an impermissible sanction since it exceeds
the magistrate's authority under the statute, and is an abuse of discretion. Cf. Smith v. Smith,
136 Idaho 120, 123-24,29 P.3d 956,959-60 (Ct. App. 2001)Gail time exceeded the 5 days
allowed by statute); Levan v. Richards, 4 Ct. 667,43 P. 574 (1896) (accepting argument that
"sole power of Court in contempt proceedings is defined by our statute").
CONCLUSION
In summarily dismissing Stephen's motions to modify, the magistrate disregarded the
fundamental principle that the best interests of the child are "paramount", that is, above all other
considerations. Further, the magistrate imposed a penalty in excess of his authority under the




ofNab v. Nab, is wrongly decided, obsolete, and inapplicable in a criminal contempt case such
as this one since "purging the contempt" is not possible in such a case.
Stephen respectfully requests the District Court to reverse the magistrate, vacate the
magistrate's order dismissing Stephen's motions to modify custody/visitation and support, and
remand the matter to the magistrate division with instructions to try the motions and decide them
on the merits. Additionally, Stephen requests an award of reasonable attorney fees and costs
herein.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Amy Slane generally concurs in Mr. Adams' statement of the case. However, it
should be noted that the lower court determined that Mr. Slane's failure to purge his
contempt by paying the contempt amount was for reasons within his control. For
example, he was not incarcerated.
ADDITIONAL ISSUES ON APPEAL
Whether Amy Slane should be awarded her costs and reasonable attorney fees on
appeal pursuant to Idaho Code §12-121, IAR 41, and IRCP 54(e), because this appeal
was pursued frivolously, unreasonably or without foundation.
ARGUMENT
Rodriguez v. Rodriguez, Conclusively Requires this Court to Affirm
the Trial Court's Decision Dismissing the Petitions to Modify the Child
Support and Custody Provisions of the Original Judgment.
1. Rodriguez is a Binding Legal Precedent.
Steven (aka Stephen) Adams' argument apparently contends that the Court has
the authority to ignore clear legal precedent established by the Idaho Court of Appeals.
Mr. Adams argues that Rodriguez is "wrongly decided in so far as it extends Nab
to custody." Appellant's brief, pp. 6-9. However, Rodriguez found exactly the opposite,
to wit:
"We hold Nab applies to both modification of child support and child custody
proceedings." Rodriguez, supra., 249 P.3d at 417.
Mr. Adams' request that the Court reject this binding precedent is without any
merit and must be rejected.
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2. Rodriguez was also a Criminal Contempt Case.
Mr. Adams contends that the holding ofNab v. Nab, 114 Idaho 512, 757 P.2d
1231 (Ct. App. 1988) "cannot apply in a criminal contempt case" because "criminal
contempt cannot be purged." Appellant's brief, pp. 4-5. However, in Rodriguez, we find
the following:
"Belinda, the contemnor, failed to appear at the contempt hearing and was
subsequently arrested, found guilty of contempt, and sentenced to 45-days in
jail.. ." Rodriguez, supra., 249 P.3d at 414.
The first contempt finding in Rodriguez was clearly a criminal contempt finding.
The second contempt finding was also a criminal contempt finding. For example, on
April 16, 2007, attorney Bauer entered a notice of appearance and plea of not guilty in
response to the April 10, 2007 contempt motion filed by Ryan Rodriguez in that case.
Moreover, the Rodriguez Court's holding did not distinguish between criminal or civil
contempt actions in applying Nab to modification of child support and custody cases.
Public policy mandates the application ofNab to both criminal and civil contempt
cases. After all, one who does not do equity "cannot seek equity." Nab, supra. This
policy exists whether the finding is based upon a higher "criminal" standard or a lower
"civil" standard of proof.
In the present case, the trial court also provided Mr. Adams with an opportunity
"to purge his contempt by paying of the contempt amount, $5,715 ..." See Amended
Order Dismissing Verified Motion to Modify, p. 2 (filed March 2, 2011). The trial court
did not hold, as Mr. Adams seems to contend, that this criminal contempt was impossible
to purge simply because it was denominated a "criminal" as opposed to a "civil"
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contempt. Therefore, for the above reasons, any distinction between civil and criminal
contempt should be rejected.
3. The Lower Court Determined that it was Within Mr. Adams' Control to Purge his
Contempt.
Rodriguez was decided after the trial court entered its order dismissing the
motions to modify child support and custody. Still, the lower court made the findings
required by Rodriguez. The trial court found as follows:
3. Whereas Respondent Adams based on his own admission, has been unable to
purge his contempt by payment of the contempt amount, $5,715 before his
sentencing thereon, and such inability has not been shown to be for reasons
beyond his control, such as incarceration. See Amended Order, supra., p. 2.
(Emphasis mine).
Mr. Adams thus admitted he was unable to purge his contempt. Had the lower
court stopped there, Mr. Adams would potentially be able to argue that Rodriguez did not
bar the modification hearing. However, the trial court went further, finding that "such
inability (to purge the contempt) has not been shown to be for reasons beyond his control,
such as incarceration." By making this determination, the court below explicitly
recognized that Mr. Adams Had The Ability to Control whether he purged the contempt.
Since he had the ability to control whether he purged the contempt, it was not
"impossible" for Mr. Adams to comply.
Mr. Adams had the burden ofproof with respect to this issue and he failed to
carry the day.
The determination that Mr. Adams was not incarcerated or that matters beyond
his control prevented him from purging his contempt is not contested on appeal.
Moreover, there is no transcript of the proceedings below. Therefore, this finding must
be upheld on appeal.
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By making the above finding, the lower court correctly applied Nab and
Rodriguez, although it did not use the word "impossible," the term used in Rodriguez. In
Nab, the contemnor was incarcerated and it was impossible to purge the contempt for that
reason. Mr. Adams, however, was not incarcerated. He had the ability to control
whether he purged his contempt and failed or refused to do so.
4. The Lower Court Correctly Dismissed both Petitions.
Mr. Adams also contends that the trial court should not have dismissed both
petitions because they sought separate relief, modification of child support and custody.
Rodriguez, however, rejects any distinction between the two types of relief. The Court of
Appeals in Rodriguez held that "Nab applies to both modification of child support and
child custody proceedings." 249 P.3d at 417. Mr. Adams, having been adjudicated a
contemnor, was precluded by Rodriguez from seeking equity with respect to both
modification petitions (motions). Both modification attempts were in fact denominated
"motions to modify" the original order. Nab and Rodriguez preclude such equitable
relief under the facts of this case.
It should be noted that the original Judgment and Order of Filiation entered on
June 11,2003, required that Steven Adams, not Respondent Amy Adams, pay child
support. See Judgment, p. 2. As this Court knows, a "custodial parent's share of support
is presumed to be spent directly on the child." See IRCP 7(4). Amy Slane was not
ordered to pay child support because she is the custodial parent.
Mr. Adams' motions to modify recognize the nature of what he was attempting-
a modification of the original judgment with respect to both child support and custody.
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He cannot now be heard to contend that is not what he was seeking by his modification
petitions.
The trial court also correctly recognized that the motion to modify child custody
also sought to modify the child support provisions of the original judgment. See Motion
to Modify Filiation Order, paragraphs 9, 10, and 11. Notwithstanding Mr. Adams'
protestations to the contrary, the lower court's finding that the motion to modify custody
also included elements of child support is therefore not "unfounded."
5. There is No Contention in the Motion to Modify Child Custody of Substantial and
Material Changes of Circumstances. Therefore, the Custody Petition should be
Dismissed on Separate Grounds.
The motion to modify child custody must also be dismissed because it failed to
even allege any "showing of substantial and material change of circumstances" as
required. See e.g., Adams v. Adams, 93 Idaho 113,456 P.2d 757 (1969) (A petition for
modification of a decree of child custody will not be granted unless the petition shows
that a material and substantial change in the circumstances or conditions of the parties has
occurred since the date of the original decree and such change makes modification of the
decree appear to be in the best interests of the child's welfare). See also Nelson v.
Nelson, 144 Idaho 710, 170 P.3d 375 (2007).
6. If the Minor Child has been Deprived of a Continuing Relationship with both Parents,
it Resulted from the Actions of Mr. Adams.
Mr. Adams decries the fact that the minor child has been improperly deprived of a
"continuing relationship with both parents" as a result of the trial court's decision. There
is no evidence in the record to support this claim, however. Moreover, even if true, he
can only blame himself for this state of affairs. Mr. Adams' direct disobedience of the
court's order lead to this result. He deprived his child of much needed financial support.
Page - 5 000402
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If he were so concerned about his child's "best interest," he would have fulfilled his
parental obligations to assist in his child's support.
7. Amy Slane Should be Awarded her Costs and Attorney Fees on Appeal.
Costs and reasonable attorney fees should be awarded to Respondent Amy Slane.
Mr. Adams' request that this court ignore clear precedent, such as Rodriguez, is without
merit. Rodriguez applies to both custody and child support proceedings. It was within
Mr. Adams' control to purge himself of contempt. Since it was within his control to
comply, his failure to do so precluded his motions to modify. This appeal was pursued
frivolously, unreasonably or without foundation. Amy Slane has been forced to incur
additional costs and attorney fees without justification. She should be awarded her
reasonable costs and attorney fees on appeal.
CONCLUSION
In conclusion, for the foregoing reasons, Amy Slane respectfully requests that the
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COMES NOW Appellant Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record
James M. Runsvold and, pursuant to the Order Governing Procedure on Appeal, May 13,2011,
provides his reply brief as follows, addressing matters raised in Respondent's Brief:
TABLE OF CONTENTS
• Table of Contents p. 1
• Table of Cases and Authorities p. 2
• Argument p. 2-5
APPELLANT'S REPLY BRIEF Page 1
000405
1. Amy's statement of the case is incorrect p. 2
II. Rodriguez is distinguishable and wrongly decided p. 2-3
III. The only relevant time period in Stephen's criminal contempt case is when
child support was due p. 3-4
IV. Mere non-allegation of change circumstances is not grounds for dismissal of
Stephen's motion to modify p. 4-5
V. The magistrate did not dismiss Stephen's motion to modify custody because
of any defect in his pleading. Such defect would have been easily cured p. 5
• Conclusion p. 5
TABLE OF CASES AND AUTHORITIES
Adams v. Adams, 93 Idaho 113,456 P. 2d 757 (1969) p. 4
Nelson v. Nelson, 144 Idaho 710,170 P.3d 375 (2007) p. 4, 5
Rodriguez v. Rodriguez, 11.6 ICAR 51, 150 Idaho 614,249 P. 3d 413 (Ct. App. 2011) p. 3
IRCP Rule 15(a) p. 5
IRCP Rule 41(a)(2) p. 5
IRCP Rule 75 p. 3
IRCP Rule 75(a)(7) p. 3
IRCP Rule 75(h)(I) p. 3
ARGUMENT
1. AMY'S STATEMENT OF THE CASE IS INCORRECT.
Stephen is unable to find in the magistrate's written findings the determination attributed
to him by Amy "that Mr. Slane's (sic) failure to purge his contempt by paying the contempt
amount was for reasons within his control." Resp. Brief, p. 1. Rather the magistrate found as
follows:
Whereas Respondent Adams, based on his own admission, has been
found to be unable to purge his contempt by payment of the contempt
amount, $5715, before his sentencing thereon, and [sic] such inability
has not been shown to be for reasons beyond his control, such as
incarceration.
Amended Order Dismissing Verified Motion to Modify Filiation Order and Motion to Modify
Child Support Order, March 2, 2011, para. 3.
II. RODRIGUEZ IS DISTINGUISHABLE AND WRONGLY DECIDED.
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For the reasons stated in Stephen's opening brief, Rodriguez v. Rodriguez, 11.6 ICAR 51,
150 Idaho 614, 249 P. 3d 413 (Ct. App. 2011), should not determine the outcome in this case.
III. THE ONLY RELEVANT TIME PERIOD IN STEPHEN'S CRIMINAL CONTEMPT
CASE IS WHEN THE CHILD SUPPORT WAS DUE.
Amy perpetuates the confusion between criminal and civil contempts in focusing the
Court's attention on Stephen's inability to "purge" his criminal contempt at the time he was
sentenced. Ability to pay and whether or not it is the contemnor's fault or for reasons beyond his
control (interestingly defined by Nab to include unrelated incarceration, meaning an imprisoned
contemnor has more rights than an un-imprisoned contemnor) is only relevant in a criminal
contempt case if the period in question is when the alleged contumacious act occurred. That is,
for present example, could Stephen have paid his child support when it was due but simply chose
not to do so? The magistrate necessarily found that Stephan could have done so by his finding
that he is in criminal contempt. That much of the magistrate's decision is accepted and not
appealed from.
The foregoing is consistent with both the IRCP Rule 75 definition of criminal contempt,
id., subsection (a)(7); and the affirmative defenses available in criminal and civil contempts,
respectively:
In order to assert an affirmative defense to the contempt, the respondent
must file and serve a written response stating such defense, including any
of the following: the respondent was unable to comply with the court
order at the time of the alleged violation (only a defense to a criminal
sanction), the respondent lacks the present ability to comply with the
court order (only a defense to a civil sanction) ....
Id., subsection (h)(l).
Focusing on the period after the contempt trial ended in a conviction of criminal
contempt, the magistrate addressed whether Stephen could then "purge" his contempt by paying
the contempt amount. This was in connection with sentencing on the criminal contempt, and not
in connection with the conviction on the criminal contempt. In any event, as made clear in
Stephen's opening brief, the concept of purging has no application in the criminal contempt
context. The contumacious act was complete when Steven, knowing of the child support order
and having the then-present ability to pay, failed to pay his child support for November, 2009, on
time. Nothing he could have done thereafter could have "purged" his criminal contempt.
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IV. MERE NON-ALLEGATION OF CHANGED CIRCUMSTANCES IS NOT GROUNDS
FOR DISMISSAL OF STEPHEN'S MOTION TO MODIFY.
Stephen does not dispute that he would have to prove a material change of circumstances
in order to obtain a modification in custody/visitation. However, he does not agree that his
failure to expressly plead a material change of circumstances is grounds for dismissal of his
motion. The cases cited by Amy, Adams and Nelson, certainly do not say that.
In Adams v. Adan1s, 93 Idaho 113,456 P. 2d 757 (1969), the Supreme Court upheld the
magistrate's order, inter alia, setting forth a specific visitation schedule as a modification of the
"reasonable visitation" provided by the divorce decree. There was no issue of whether there had
been a material change of circumstances. That language merely appears as a statement by the
court of the applicable law. Id., 93 Idaho at 116,456 P. 2d at 760 (citing Tomlinson v.
Tomlinson, 93 Idaho 42, 454 P. 2d 756 (1969), et al.). Adams does not say that a motion to
modify is to be summarily dismissed if it does not include an allegation of changed
circumstances.
Further, Amy has misquoted Adams in saying that "[aJ petition for modification of a
decree of child custody will not be granted unless the petition shows" a change of circumstances.
Resp. Brief, p. 5 (emphasis added). The correct quote in as follows:
A petition for modification of a decree of child custody will not be
granted unless the petitioner shows that a material, permanent and
substantial change in the circumstances and conditions of the parties has
occurred since the date of the original decree and that this change in tum
makes a modification of the custody decree appear to be in the best
interests of the child's welfare.
Id., 93 Idaho at 116,456 P. 2d at 760 (emphasis added).
In Nelson v. Nelson, 144 Idaho 710, 170 P. 3d 375 (2007), the Supreme Court upheld the
magistrate's denial of Father's pro se motion to "alter or amend" a custody order, "restyled" by
the magistrate as a motion to modify based on a material change of circumstances. Whether there
had been a material change of circumstances was not an issue in the case. Rather the Father
simply asked the Supreme Court to second-guess the fact-finding of the magistrate. Thus Nelson
as well does not say that a motion to modify is to be summarily dismissed if it does not include
an allegation of changed circumstances. Indeed, Nelson suggests just the opposite.
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In Nelson the magistrate tried the custody case in July and entered his custody order on
September 4. On September 8, Father, acting pro se, filed a motion to "alter or amend" the
custody order. Father's motion is not reproduced in the decision but appears to be based on
Mother's secret plan to remarry and move, which only became known to Father after the July
hearing. Father's motion asserted Mother's deception as grounds to alter or amend, not the
remarriage and move, per se. Thus changed circumstances were not alleged. However, the
magistrate nonetheless treated Father's motion as a motion to modify. Clearly, then, the failure to
allege changed circumstances was not seen as grounds to decline to treat the motion as a motion
to modify. It would be incongruous to now hold that a failure to allege changed circumstances
provides grounds to dismiss a motion to modify.
V. THE MAGISTRATE DID NOT DISMISS STEPHEN'S MOTION TO MODIFY
CUSTODY BECAUSE OF ANY DEFECT IN HIS PLEADING. SUCH DEFECT WOULD
HAVE BEEN EASILY CURED.
Amy's argument that Stephen's motion to modify custody must be dismissed on
alternative grounds is unavailing. The magistrate did not state as grounds for dismissal a failure
to allege changed circumstances. Had he done so, Stephen would have had knowledge of that
and therefore reason and notice to file a motion for leave to amend his motion. Such motion to
amend would most likely have been granted had that been the grounds for dismissal because:
1. Dismissal most properly would have been without prejudice. IRCP Rule 41 (a)(2).
2. Leave to amend is freely given. IRCP Rule 15(a).
3. It is the purpose and policy of the Courts to decide cases on the merits.
CONCLUSION
Amy's brief makes no compelling argument to overcome the reasoning of Stephen's
opening brief. Her authorities and her use of authorities do not establish her defective-pleading
argument. Tellingly she has not attempted to address much less reconcile the tension between
Nab and the "paramount" consideration of best interests. She has not addressed the limitations on
the magistrate's power to punish for contempt or the inapplicability of the concept of purging to
this, a criminal contempt case.
For the reasons stated in Stephen's opening brief, the magistrate should be reversed and
this matter remanded for trial of Stephen's modification motions.
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this4 day of July, 20I I.
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COMES NOW Appellant Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record
James M. Runsvold and serves notice of oral argument before the Honorable Kathryn Sticklen,
District Judge, at the Ada County Courthouse, 200 West Front Street, Boise ID 83701, on the
25th day of August, 2011, commencing at the hour of2:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as the
matter may be heard.
DATED thisd-9d.'y of ;::L.< &y ,201 \.
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTIUCT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 0300690D
REQUEST FOR MANDATORY
JUDICIAL NOTICE
COMES NOW RespOl1dent Amy Beth Slane, by and through un.dersigned counsel of
record, and respectfully requests that the Court take judicial notice of the attached Order
Dismissing Petition to Modify and Order on Contempt filed of record in Rodriguez v. Rodriguez,
Ada County case no. CV-DR"OI-00003D. The Court shall take mandatory judicial notice of
such documents pursuant to Rule 201(d) of the Idaho Rules ofEvidence.
Oral argument is not requested.
REQUEST FOR MANDATORY JUDICIAl.. NOTICE· I
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the J!-IMday of August, 2011, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereOl1, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
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THIS MAITER carne before the Court on October 31, 2008, for trial upon the Petition
to Modify filed by Defendant Belinda Rodriguez, seeking to modify the prior Orders of the
Court to permit her unsupervised visitation with the remaining minor child of the parties,
MADELEINE ALEXIA RODRIGUEZ, bam ; the parties' older child,
ISAIAH RAFAEL RODRIGUEZ, born , died on or about July 2, 2008.
Both parties appeared in person and through their respective attorneys ofrecord. The Court
also had before it the Plaintiff's Motion for Contempt against the Defendant, for non-payment
ofchild support.
The Court having taken up the Plaintiffs Motion for Contempt and having found
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September, and December. 2006, and having concluded that, as stated on the record, the case
2 law in the state ofJdaho, including the cases ofNab v. Nab, 1]4 Idaho 512,757 P.2d 1231
3 (1988) and Hoagland v. Hoagland, 67 Idaho 67, 170 P.3d 609 (1946) prohibits the court from
4 consideration ofany modification action being pursued by Defendant, and good cause
5 appearing,
6 NOW THEREFORE IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED,
7 AND THIS DOES ORDER, ADJUDGE, AND DECREE, as follows:




9 16, 2007, is bereby dismissed.
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Jon. R. Cox )DFirst Class Mail
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Case No. CV DR 01-00003
ORDER ON CONTEMPT
THIS MATTER having come before this Court for trial without a Jury, on the 31 st day of
October, 2008, upon Plaintiffs motion for contempt as and against the Defendant, based upon an
allegation that the Defendantl Belinda Alexia Rodri.guez, failed to pay Child Support as required
by an Order entered on the 5th day of June, 2001. The Defendant was personally present and
represented by her Counsel Charles Bauer at the trial and was previously advised in open Court of
the following rights:
1. A public trial
2. Compulsory process
3. The presumption of innocence.
4. The privilege against self-in-crimination
ORDER ON CONTEMPT 1
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5. The right to call and cross examine witnesses,
6. The right to testify in her own behalf
7. The right to exclude evidence that was obtained in violation ofher Fourth Amendment
rights.
8. The right to Counsel (and she was so represented).
SPECIFIC FINDINGS OF FACT
Subsequent to the trial in this matter the Court found that each element of the alleged
contempt was proven and so found beyond a reasonable doubt. Specifically, the Court found that
the Defendant:
(1) Was Ordered by the Court to Pay $289.00 per month as and for child support for
her minor children.
(2) Had personal knowledge ofthat Order for Support.
(3) Failed to pay that support as Ordered by the Court.
(4) Had the present ability to comply with that Order.
BASED UPON THESE FINDINGS, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED as follows:
1. The Defendant is in contempt of this Court's Order entered on June 5th 2001.
2. The Defendant shall be sentenced to serve 30 days in the Ada County Jail for her
contempt. Said 30 days are suspended. Defendant shall be placed on unsupervised
probation for two (2) years. Additionally, Commencing in March, 2009, Defendant
shaJ.J pay no less than Fifty Dollars ($50.00) towards the arrearages with each monthly
support payment. In the event Defendant does not timely pay her'ordered support and
the additionally $50.00 towards the arrearages during the period of probation, the 30
day sentence may be imposed upon Plaintiff's Motion f01' Order to Show Cause.
ORDER ON CONTEMPT 2
000418
08/24/2011 15:00
... I I.. ~





3. The Court reserves jurisdiction to determine an award of attorney fees to the Plaintiff
upon timely submission ofa claim for attorney fees under I.R.C.P. 54{e).
DATED thisk2day of.February, 2009.
~.trateJudge
ORDER ON CONTEMPT 3
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JAN 3 12012
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By MARTHA LYKE
DePUTY
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This is an appeal from a decision of the magistrate, Hon. Michael Reardon, finding Mr.
Adams in contempt and dismissing his motions to modify child support and custody because he
failed to pay child support as ordered by the court when it was possible for him to do so.
FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND
This case has a lengthy history. On March 23, 2003, the state filed a complaint against
Steven Wayne Adams and Amy Beth Slane "for the establishment of paternity and the collection
of child support and arrearages owing by STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS ...." Complaint, at 1. The
parties were both said to be the parents ofIsabella Rheannon Slane, born on .
On June 11, 2003, a judgment and order of filiation was entered by Judge Epis. This
judgment provided, among other things, that Mr. Adams was to pay $635 per month in child
support until Isabella reached the age of majority or until she finished high school or turned
nineteen, whichever occurred first. Judgment was also entered against Mr. Adams for $2,453.16
"for reimbursement of said Defendant's share of birth costs paid by the State ...." Judgment and
Order of Filiation, at 2.
On March 11, 2010, a motion for contempt was filed by Ms. Slane, asserting that Mr.
Adams had violated the tenus of the court's judgment by failing to pay child support, as ordered.
"As of February 1,2010 ... Steven Wayne Adams owed child support to Amy Beth Slane in the
amount of $27,894.51." Motion for Contempt, at 2.
On April 20, 2010, Mr. Adams filed a verified motion to modify filiation order and a
motion to modify child support order.
On January 5, 2011, a hearing was held in this matter before Judge Reardon.
Memorandum Decision and Order- 2
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On January 14, 2011, Judge Reardon entered an order dismissing the verified motions to
modify filiation order and to modify child support order. 1
On February 15,2011, Judge Reardon entered a judgment of conviction for contempt and
order of probation. In this judgment, Judge Reardon noted that "Steven Wayne Adams, is found
guilty of one (1) count of contempt for failing to pay child support for November, 2009 ... the
Court found that the Respondent was in contempt for failing to pay child support for the months
of April, May, July, August, September, November and December of 2009 and January of2010."
Judgment of Conviction for Contempt and Order of Probation, at 2.
Judge Reardon also awarded Ms. Slane attorney fees and costs. He sentenced Mr. Adams
to a term of imprisonment of 30 days in the Ada County Jail with 25 days suspended.
"Respondent shall pay back child support to Petitioner in the amount of $5,715.00 by December
1st, 2011 as restitution in this case. In the event that Respondent fails to abide by the terms and
conditions of his probation, his probation may be revoked and the full sentence imposed by the
court." Id., at2-3.
On March 2,2011, Judge Reardon awarded Ms. Slane $4,125 in attorney fees and costs.
On April 11, 2011, Mr. Adams filed a notice of appeal.
STANDARD OF REVIEW
When a district judge considers an appeal from a magistrate judge (not involving a trial de
novo), the district judge is acting as an appellate court, not as a trial court. State v. Kenner, 121
Idaho 594, 596, 826 P.2d 1306, 1308 (1992). The interpretation oflaw or statute is a question of
law over which the Court has free review. State v. Miller, 134 Idaho 458, 462, 4 P.3d 570, 574
(Ct. App. 2000).
Ian March 2, 2011, Judge Reardon entered an amended order dismissing verified motion to modify filiation order
and motion to modify child support order.
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The district court is required to determine whether there is substantial evidence to support
the magistrate's findings of fact. Hentges v. Hentges, 115 Idaho 192, 194, 765 P.2d 1094, 1096
(Ct. App. 1988). If those findings are so supported, and if the conclusions of law demonstrate
proper application of legal principles to the facts found, then the district court will affirm the
magistrate's judgment. Id
Substantial evidence is, "such relevant evidence as a reasonable mind might accept to
support a conclusion; it is more than a scintilla, but less than a preponderance." Clear Springs
Foods, Inc. v. Clear Lakes Trout Co., 136 Idaho 761, 764, 40 P.3d 119, 122 (2002).
"When an exercise of discretion is involved, this Court conducts a three step analysis: (1)
whether the trial court perceived the issue as one of discretion; (2) whether the trial court acted
within the boundaries of such discretion and consistently with any legal standards applicable to
specific choices; and (3) whether the trial court reached its decision by the exercise of reason."
Cameron v. Neal, 130 Idaho 898, 902, 950 P.2d 1237, 1241 (1997).
ANALYSIS
Mr. Adams, the appellant herein, asserts the following contentions on appeal: (1) the
magistrate erred in dismissing his motion to modify child custody/visitation; (2) the magistrate
erred in dismissing his motion to modify child support; and (3) Nab v. Nab, 114 Idaho 572, 757
P.2d 1231 (Ct. App. 1988) "should be interpreted to allow modification of child
custody/visitation and/or child support in this case, or alternatively, declared to be no longer
applicable to the circumstances of this case." Appellant's Brief, at 4.
In his amended order, filed on March 2,2011, Judge Reardon found "[t]he in-court motion
of Petitioner Slane to dismiss Respondent's Motion to Modify Child Support Order and Verified
Motion to Modify Filiation Order, both filed April 20, 2010, is GRANTED, effective January 5,
Memorandum Decision and Order- 4
000423
2011, on the grounds and for the reasons stated below. Respondent Adams has been found, on
January 5, 2011, to be guilty of one count of criminal contempt for non-payment of child support.
Whereas Respondent Adams, based on his own admission, has been found to be unable to purge
his contempt by payment of the contempt amount, $5715, before his sentencing thereon, and such
inability has not been shown to be for reasons beyond his control, such as incarceration. Under
authority of Nab . .. the Court is therefore unable to entertain a motion to modify child support
under the facts as stated above. Since the Respondent's motion to modify custody is indivisible
from his motion to modify child support, his motions to modify incorporating both elements must
be and hereby are dismissed in their entirety." Amended Order, at 1-2.
Both Mr. Adams' motions sought to alter the previous child support terms?
The Court finds that Judge Reardon did not err in his reliance on Nab in dismissing Mr.
Adams' motions to modify child support and custody. In Nab v. Nab, 114 Idaho 512, 518, 757
P.2d 1231, 1237 (Ct. App. 1988), the Court of Appeals held that "a trial court is without authority
to modify a child support order if the movant is in contempt, unless the movant shows that, for
reasons beyond his control, purging himself of the contempt is impossible."
In Rodriguez v. Rodriguez, 150 Idaho 614, 618, 249 P.3d 413, 417 (Ct. App. 2011), the
Court of Appeals held that "Nab applies to both modification of child support and child custody
proceedings."
Mr. Adams argues that Nab and Rodriguez are either not applicable here or are wrongly
decided. Specifically, he contends: Nab cannot apply in a criminal contempt case; "Nab does not
bar a criminal contemnor;" Nab should not bar a motion to modify child custody; Rodriguez is
2In his motion to modify filiation order, Mr. Adams requested that "[m]ovant's current child support obligation
should cease effective May 1,2010." Verified Motion to Modify Filiation Order, at 2. In his motion to modify child
support order, Mr. Adams argues that his "income has substantially and materially changed" and "[o]ther substantial
and material changes of circumstances have occurred such that such modification is warranted." Motion to Modify
Child Support, at 2.
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wrongly decided "insofar as it extends Nab to custody;" joint legal custody is presumed to be in
the best interest of the child; the intertwining of support and custody is irrelevant; and the denial
of court access is not a proper penalty for contempt. Appellant's Brief, at 4-11.
Nab does not state that it is inapplicable in a criminal contempt case and it makes little
sense to so limit it where, as here, the underlying actions that led to the contempt are the
contemnor's failure to pay child support in violation of a court order, and where compliance was
not impossible. Moreover, Rodriguez is in a criminal contempt context.
Whether Nab should not bar a motion to modify child custody and whether Rodriguez is
wrongly decided are issues for the appellate courts. This Court is required to following binding
precedent. See State v. Grist, 147 Idaho 49, 53, 205 P.3d 1185, 1189 (2009) ("The district court
correctly observed that precedent from this Court and the Court of Appeals is binding upon the
district courts in Idaho.").
Joint legal custody may be in the best interest of the child, but so is paying child support
and Mr. Adams' failure to do so is the reason why he is not presently allowed to assert his
custody contentions, as dictated by these decisions of the Idaho Court of Appeals.
Judge Reardon's reference to the intertwining of Mr. Adams' custody and support motions
is obviously based on his review of these motions, which were both based upon Mr. Adams'
underlying request to have his child support obligation altered.
Finally, Mr. Adams is not being denied court access because he was found guilty of
contempt. He is simply not allowed to have his motions to reduce his child support obligation or
alter the custody situation reviewed on the merits when he has failed to comply, when it was
possible to comply, with the court order that he seeks to alter.
Memorandum Decision and Order- 6
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In short, the court agrees with Ms. Slane that Nab and Rodriguez are binding precedent
that are applicable here and that this Court is without authority to reject or overrule them. Judge
Reardon's decision, therefore, will be affirmed.
Both parties seek attorney fees on appeal. Ms. Slane is the prevailing party on appeal and
is hereby entitled to attorney fees and costs pursuant to Rule 75(m) of the Idaho Rules of Civil
Procedure upon timely filing of a memorandum of costs, to which Mr. Adams will have an
opportunity to file objections, as provided by the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure 54(d) and (e).
CONCLUSION
Accordingly, in view of the foregoing, the district court hereby affirms the magistrate's
decision dismissing Mr. Adams' motions to modify and finding him in contempt. Ms. Slane is
awarded attorney fees and costs.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
Dated this 3h+ day of January 2012.
Kathryn . Sticklen
Senior Di ict Judge
Memorandum Decision and Order- 7
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I, Christopher D. Rich, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that I have mailed, by
United States Mail, one copy of the MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER as notice
pursuant to Rule 77(d) I.R.C.P. to each of the parties of record in this cause in envelopes
addressed as follows:
JAMES M. RUNVOLD
RUNSVOLD LAW OFFICE, PLLC







Date: -2!L / / ,.).
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CHRISTOPHER D. RICH
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CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, or.rk:
By RIC NELSON
DePUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF TIlE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












Case No. CV DR 03006900
MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS
The Respondent, Amy Beth Slane, by and through her attorney, Thomas B. Dominick, of
Dominick Law Offices, PLLC, hereby submits the following Memorandum of Fees and Costs,
pursuant to the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. This Memorandum is supported by the affidavit
of TIlomas B. Dominick filed contemporaneously herewith.
MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS· I
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Idaho Code 12-121 and Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 54(e)(l) provide that in any civil
action, the Judge may award attorney's fees to the prevailing party when it finds tha.t the appeal
was frivolously pursued or defended unreasonably or without foundation.
Idaho Code §7-610 and Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure 75(m) and 54(e) provide that
costs and reasonable attorney fees shall be allowed as a matter of right to the prevailing party
regardless of whether any contempt sanction is imposed. When allowed by statute or contract,
attorney fees shall be deemed as costs and processed in the same matter as costs and included in
the Memorandum of Costs; provided, however, the claim for attorney fees shall be supported by
an Affidavit of the Attorney Statil1g the basis and method of computation. l.R.C.P.54(e)(5).
1. PREVAILING PARTY: In this case, the Respondent claims that she is the prevailing
party based upon the following: The Lower Court's decision was affirmed.
2. BASIS: The appeal was pursued frivolously, unreasonably and without foundation as it
asked the Court to reject clear precedent.
3. COSTS:
A. Court filing fees: $-O~
B. Service of Process: $-0-
4. ATTORNEY FEES: In this case, the Respondent is entitled to attomey fees. According
to the Affidavit of Thomas B. Dominick filed herewith, a total of 21.63 hours were incurred
directly related to this appeal, at a standard hourly rate of $185.00, which makes a total of
$3,245.00 attorney fees claimed.
BASED UPON THE ABOVE AND FOREGOING, the Responden.t claims a total of
$3,245.00 for costs and this attorney fees in this case.
MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS ~ 2
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the .Lt"day of February, 2012, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid. thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
P. O. Box 917
Caldwell. Idaho 83606
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CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Cterk
By RiC NELSON
DePUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA












STATE OF IDAHO ]
}ss:
COUNTY OF ADA ]
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
AFFIDAVIr OF THOMAS B. DOMINICK
IN SUPPORT OF MEMORANDUM OF
FEES AND COSTS
Thomas B. Dominick, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states as follows:
1. J am the attorney for PetitionerlRespondent, Amy Beth Slane, ill the above-
entitled case and have pet'Sonal knowledge of the facts contained in this Affidavit;
AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS B. DOMINICK IN SUPPORT OF MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS - I
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2. I entered into a contract with the above-named PetitionerlRespondent to provide
legal services in the above-referenced case at the rate of $150.00 per hou.r; that said rate is my
usual and customary fee for this client; that said rate is also consistent. if not less then, the usual
and customary fees of other attorneys in this locale ofsimilar skill and experience;
3. I provided professional legal services to the Plaintiff as itemized in the Statement
of Account attached hereto; that the time and labor expended were reasonable and necessary to
the prosecution of this case;
4. The costs and expenses itemized in the Statement of Account and/or attached
receIpts were also reasonable, necessary, and actually incurred in this case;
5. I hereby swear and affirm that all items herein set forth are true and correct to the
best of my knowledge and that the costs and attorney fees claimed are in compliance with Idaho
statutes and the Idaho Rilles of Civil Procedure.
DATED THIS'- day of Februaryl 2012.
SUBSCRIBED AND~ TO before me, the undersigned Notary Public in and for
said State and County, on this y of February, 2012.
N PublicLI. . A/)
sidingat~a to,.~
Commission Exp 8/PtI'ZOf.3
AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS B. DOMINICK IN SUPPORT OF M.EMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS - 2
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the &day of February. 2012, I served the foregoing
document by having a troe and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
623 S. Kimball Avenue, Suite C
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Include: Slane, Amy (A)
Page 1
Rate Info· identifies rate source and level
Slip ID Timekeeper Units Rate Slip Value
Dates and Time Activity DNB Time Rate Info
Posting Status Client Est. Time Bill Status
Description PhaselTask Variance
6622 TIME TBD 3.00 150.00 450.00
4/8/2011 Other activity 0.00 T
Billed G:13072 4/28/2011 Slane, Amy (A) 0.00
Review notice of appeal; conference With Amy; two 0.00
telephone calls Amy re: appeal; legal research re:
appeal
6674 TIME TaO 0.50 150.00 75.00
4/2712011 Other activity 0.00 T
Billed G:13072 412812011 Slane, Amy (A) 0.00
Review appeal, motion from Runsvord; response 0.00
6683 TIME TBD 1.00 150.00 150.00
412712011 Other activity 0,00 T
Billed G:13072 4/28/2011 Slane, Amy (A) 0.00
Dictated response to Runsvold's motions; review 0.00
and revise
6694 TIME TBD 0.13 150.00 20.00
412812011 Other activity 0.00 T
Billed G:13098 5/2512011 Slane, Amy (A) 0.00
Telephone call Amy (18 minutes total· NO 0.00
CHARGE for 10 minutes)
6695 TIME TaO 0,25 150.00 37.50
4127/2011 other activity 0.00 T
Billed G:13098 5125/2011 Slane, Amy (A) 0.00
Review and revtse response 0.00
6703 TIME TBD 0.10 150.00 15.00
5/412011 Other activity 0.00 T
Billed G:13098 512512011 Slane, Amy (A) 0.00
Review Adams' response 0.00
6924 TIME TBD 7,50 150.00 1125.00
7/1212011 Other activity 0.00 T
Billed G:13146 7/21/2011 Slane, Amy (A) 0.00
Respondenfs brief 0.00
6926 TIME TBD 4.20 150.00 630.00
7/1312011 Other activity 0.00 T
Billed G:13146 7/2112011 Slane, Amy (A) 0.00
Review and revised Respondent's Appeal Brief; 0.00
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2f7f2012
11:22 AM
Thomas B. Dominick, Esq.









Dates and Time Activity
Posting Status Client
--=D;.,:;e::;;sc7fn.:.c·pti:.:::;·o:;:.:n.:.-_-:----;:-;-;"--:'-.-- -~~ PhasefTask
additional research re: Nab, Adams and Nelson;
travel to and from court and filed brief
6953 TIME TBD
7/2512011 Other activity
Billed G:13172 8/31/2011 Slane, Amy (A)
Letter to Runsvold; review and revised
7036 TIME TBD
8/24/2011 Other activity
Billed G:13172 8/3112011 Slane, Amy (A)
Review court records; prepared request for judicial

















Billed G:13172 8/3112011 Slane, Amy (A)
Prepared for argument; travel to and from court;
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION
Case No. CV DR 0300690D
OBJECTION TO RESPONDENTS































COMES NOW Appellant Stephen W. Adams by and through his attorney of record
James M. Runsvold and, pursuant to IRCP Rule 54(e)(6), OBJECTS to Respondent's application
for an award of attorney's fees on the appeal to the District Court on the grounds and for the
reasons as follows:
1. There has been no finding that Appellant's appeal was brought or pursued frivolously,
unreasonably, or without foundation. Therefore, fees are not awardable under Idaho Code
Section 12-121. IRCP Rule 54(e)(1).
OBJECTION TO RESPONDENT'S CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS/MOTION FOR
RECONSIDERATION Page-l
000436
2. The appeal was not in fact or law brought or pursued frivolously, unreasonably or without
foundation.
3. Appellant has not appealed the magistrate's finding that he is in contempt, or anything related
to the contempt, per se. Notice of Appeal, para. 3 and 6; Appellant's Brief, "Issues Presented on
Appeal." Therefore, Respondent is not entitled to an award of fees under IRCP Rule 75(m).
4. Respondent did not cite IRCP Rule 75 as a ground for her claim for attorney fees on the
appeal. Rather, she sought fees only "pursuant to Idaho Code Section 12-121, IAR 41, and IRCP
54(e), because this appeal was pursued frivolously, unreasonably or without foundation."
Respondent's Brief, "Additional Issues on Appeal." Thus Respondent has waived a claim for
fees under Rule 75(m) or at least acknowledged that Rule 75(m) does not apply.
Further, pursuant to IRCP Rule 11 (a)(2)(B), Appellant MOVES FOR
RECONSIDERATION of that part of the Memorandum Decision and Order awarding attorney
fees and costs herein pursuant to IRCP Rule 75(m) on the grounds and for the reasons as follows:
1. Appellant has not appealed the magistrate's finding that he is in contempt, or anything related
to the contempt, per se. Notice of Appeal, para. 3 and 6; Appellant's Brief, "Issues Presented on
Appeal." Therefore, Respondent is not entitled to an award of fees under IRCP Rule 75(m).
2. Respondent did not cite IRCP Rule 75 as a ground for her claim for attorney fees on the
appeal. Rather, she sought fees only "pursuant to Idaho Code Section 12-121, IAR 41, and IRCP
54(e), because this appeal was pursued frivolously, unreasonably or without foundation."
Respondent's Brief, "Additional Issues on Appeal." Thus Respondent has waived a claim for
fees under Rule 75(m) or at least acknowledged that Rule 75(m) does not apply.
ORAL ARGUMENT at a time nvenient to Court and counsel is requested.
DATED this~day of-+-...l.oo<:t"...a-;:;,-==--~"",""",_':T-~_




I, the undersigned, hereby certified that on the 79d';,yof re.br'-<.~2012, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by the indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick
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FEB 15 2012
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By AMY KING
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of Health and Case No. CVDR0300690D
Welfare, Child Support Services (IDHW),
Plaintiff,
vs.
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS, and
AMY BETH SLANE
Co-Defendants.
PETITION TO MODIFY CHILD SUPPORT
FEE: EXEMPT
(Idaho Code § 67-2301)
The State of Idaho, Department of Health and Welfare, Child Support Services, by and
through its attorney of record, HOWARD R FOLEY, Special Deputy Attorney, hereby moves
and alleges as follows:
I.
IDHW is a duly recognized agency of the State of Idaho and is authorized pursuant to
Idaho Code §§ 56-203(A) and (C) to modify child support in this matter.
Petition To Modify Child Support (ICSES Case=188105, Doc Group=l) - Page 1 000439
II.
Counsel for the State of Idaho represents said State in this matter specifically for the
modification of child support owed by STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS, and medical insurance
coverage owed by STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH SLANE, and said
representation does not involve issues of custody and visitation of said minor child.
III.
The Court has jurisdiction over this matter, and over STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE pursuant to Idaho Code, Title 32, Chapter 7 and other applicable law.
IV.
There has been a substantial and material change in circumstances since the entry of the
support order, to wit; AMY BETH SLANE's income has decreased substantially. Attached and
incorporated by reference herein, is the Affidavit Verifying Parents' Income, Exhibit A, and the
Child Support Worksheet, Exhibit B.
V.
IDHW alleges STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS is capable of supporting the minor child
ISABELLA R SLANE, and a reasonable sum for the support and maintenance of the child is
One Hundred Eighty Six Dollars ($186.00) per month based upon the parents' income, and the
application of the Idaho Child Support Guidelines. The child support will be payable beginning
February 1,2012, and continue on the first day of each month thereafter until said child reaches
the age of eighteen (18) years. If the child is continuing her high school education after reaching
the age of eighteen (18) years, the child support will continue until said child discontinues her
high school education or reaches the age of nineteen (19) years, whichever occurs first.
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VI.
A dependency exemption will be assigned to AMY BETH SLANE pursuant to the Idaho
Child Support Guidelines. The child support obligation as stated above has been adjusted to
provide for the pro rata payment of the value of the exemption.
VII.
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS will carry medical insurance for ISABELLA R SLANE,
when suitable coverage is available at reasonable cost as defined in Idaho Code 32-1214B,
unless AMY BETH SLANE is able to obtain said insurance at a lower cost, until said child
reaches the age of majority. If AMY BETH SLANE is able to obtain suitable insurance
coverage for ISABELLA R SLANE at reasonable cost as defined in Idaho Code 32-1214B, and
at a lower cost than STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS, AMY BETH SLANE must carry said
insurance. The parent that is providing medical insurance coverage will provide all necessary
medical insurance information to the other parent. The Order for Medical Support will contain
an enforcement provision as set forth in Title 32, Chapter 12 of the Idaho Code.
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS will be responsible for Fifty Four Percent (54%) and
AMY BETH SLANE will be responsible for Forty Six Percent (46%) of medical insurance
premiums, and any health care expenses for the child not covered or paid in full by insurance,
including, but not limited to orthodontic, optical and dental costs. These uncovered health care
payments will be in addition to the child support award and will be paid directly to the other
parent.
Any claimed health care expenses for the child (whether denominated as psychiatric,
psychological, special education, addiction treatment, or counseling in any form, and including
regular medical or dental care), whether or not covered by insurance, which would result in an
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actual out of pocket expense to the parent who did not incur or consent to the expense of over
$500.00, must be approved in advance, in writing, by both parties or by prior court order. Relief
may be granted by the court for failure to comply under extraordinary circumstances, and the
court may in its discretion apportion the incurred expense in some percentage other than that in
the existing support order, and in doing, may consider whether consent was unreasonably
requested or withheld.
VIII.
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS should be responsible for Fifty Four Percent (54%), which
is his pro rata share, of any work-related day care expenses for the child if applicable. These
day care payments will be in addition to the child support award and will be paid directly to
AMY BETH SLANE.
IX.
The support order entered in this matter will include a provision allowing for the
enforcement of the order by income withholding pursuant to Idaho Code § 32-1204; and for a
lien to be placed upon STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS's real and personal property pursuant to
Idaho Code §§ 7-1206 and 45-1901, et seq.
X.
IDHW will be entitled to offset STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS's federal and state income
tax refunds until the amount owing is paid in full, pursuant to Idaho Code § 7-1203.
XI.
IDHW will be entitled to reasonable attorney fees of $525.00 if the order is obtained by
default, or in such higher amount as may be approved by the Court if the matter proceeds to trial,
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plus costs and any further amount as determined reasonable by the Court; pursuant to Idaho
Code §§ 12-120, 12-121, and 56-203C(3) and Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 54.
XII.
Pursuant to Idaho Code § 32-1212 and V.S.C.A. § 42-666(c)(2)(A)(i), STEPHEN
WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH SLANE should be required to notify Child Support
Services of any change of address, telephone number, or employment within thirty (30) days of
said change.
XIII.
Child support should be paid to AMY BETH SLANE, through Idaho Child Support
Receipting, P.O. Box 70008, Boise, Idaho 83707-0108, and child support case number 188105
should be included on the face of each monthly payment.
XIV.
All other provisions of the original order remain in full force and effect.
WHEREFORE, IDHW prays for a judgment as follows:
1. For an order establishing jurisdiction over this matter, and over STEPHEN WAYNE
ADAMS and AMY BETH SLANE pursuant to Idaho Code § 32-709.
2. For an order of the court finding that substantial and material changes in
circumstances exist since the date of the entry of the last support order in this action, as set forth
above.
3. For an order of this Court modifying STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS's obligation to
pay child support as set forth above.
4. For an order of this Court allocating the dependency exemption as set forth above.
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5. For an order of this Court requiring STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH
SLANE to obtain medical insurance for ISABELLA R SLANE as set forth above, and for an
order setting forth the parties' pro rata share of any uncovered medical expenses as determined
by the Idaho Child Support Guidelines.
6. For an order of this Court requiring STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS to pay his pro rata
share of any work-related day care expenses as set forth above.
7. For an order of this Court allowing for the enforcement of this order as set forth
above.
8. For an order of this Court requiring STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS to pay the attorney
fees and the costs incurred by the State in bringing the action.
9. For an order of this Court requiring STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH
SLANE to notify Child Support Services of any change of address, phone and employment
within thirty (30) days of said change.
10. For an order of this Court that child support be paid to AMY BETH SLANE as set
forth above.
11. For an order of this court finding that all other provisions of the original order remain
in full force and effect.
13~ ~- da>=¢:...::UMit.a..o-------' 2012.DATED this -~'---





--"'_~p.LL~~~"--"","""~~}-~_.-..;I being first duly sworn, deposes and states:
That he/she is the Self Reliance Specialist for Region~, Idaho Department of
Health and Welfare, Child Support Services, in the above-entitled action; that he/she has read the
foregoing Petition to Modify Child Support, is fully acquainted with the contents thereof, and
a notary public, personally appeared
.a.=L>oI<.I-U.....-;::!O::':-~"--. in the year 20 I~ before me~ day of,
---'_~""""-'oM"""~~---'~""'-';;;""':::""+ -' known to me to be the person whose
name is subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged to me that he/she executed the
same.
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I hereby state under oath that the following information is true:
A. Gross Income
1. Wages, salary, commission, bonuses, etc.
2. Rent, royalties, trade or business Income, etc.
List gross income minus necessary & ordinary expenses)
3. Interest, dividends, pensions, annuities, etc.
4. Social Security, Workers Compensation, Unemployment
Benefits, disability, Veterans Benefits, etc.
5. Public AssistancelWelfare for: () self () children
6. Alimony
7. Grants, distribution from trusts, etc.
8. Other
9. SUBTOTAL
B. Deductions to Gross Income (I.C.S.G. Sections 6 & 7)
1. Straight line depreciation on assets
2. One half of self-employment social security taxes
3. Child support and alimony from another relationship
4. Support for child of another relationship
living in the home
5. DEDUCTIONS SUBTOTAL
C. Gross Income as Adjusted
(Line B5 substract from Line A9)
D. In-Kind Benefits (I.C.S.G. Sections 6(b»
(Housing, food, transportation, recreation)
E. Potential Income (I.C.S.G. Sections 6(c»
(Potential earned income, potential unearned income)
F. Guidelines Income (C + D + E) $17,472.00










County of ~\Q l=i
__Q:.-'",'~~~=·~·l,...Q ..;;r-·~J~):....=r:...:.·_---;,...- ~ , a notary public, do here-
. ay of
personally appeare-:d:---..>.....l--- { .(.; -;;;""v.~~••~1"""'I.--!>fr-:-c,;u~;;!;.-.- " ........,.,
Who. being by me first duly sworn, declared th he/she signed the foregoing doculllO ~ h ~~;.
ments t ein contained are true to th -best of his/her knowledge and belief. .I~ ••••••••••••. ;. \
. " '. !t;l 01 AR l' .... '\: : ~ ~:. . ..." . ..
J :: v::
Notary Ie or Idaho \ \ puy,"'\: /0 j
My Commission Expires: __";;;;"'~-+...lo..-'!ol______ aW;JID:I.~







IN THE FOURTH DISTRICT COURT,
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
)






Name of Child Date of Birth
Isabella R. Slane
Father Mother Combined
1. MONTHLY I.C.S.G. INCOME $1,456.00 $1,257.00 $2,713.00
(from Affidavit)
2. PERCENTAGE SHARE OF INCOME 53.67% 46.33% 100%
(Each parenfs income on line 1 divided by
combined income)
3. BASIC CHILD SUPPORT OBLIGATION $446.00
(Apply line 1 combined to child support schedule)
4. EACH PARENT'S CHILD SUPPORT OBLIGATION $240.00 $207.00
(Line 2 times line 3.) This does not include
medical or tax adjustments.
5. RECOMMENDED CHILD SUPPORT ORDER $186.00 $0.00
(Including prorate share of medical
costs and tax exemption benefit)
OTHER COSTS TO BE CONSIDERED BY THE COURT:
a. Work related child care costs:
b. Medical Insurance Premiums paid:







Comments, calculations or rebuttals: AP WAGES BASED ON HOURLY RATE· AR WAGES BASED ON
DOE/UIB EARNINGS MIN WAGE POTE NTIAL ~ TAX EXEMPTION GIVEN TO AP AS HIG HER EARNING
PARTY
PREPARED BY: NANCYA STEELE,
ATTACHMENT: Affidavit Verifying Income - CSS 882
DATE: January 17, 2012
Case # 188105 Region: 04/E CSS863ElHIBrt~~4 _
000447
Support continues until the child reaches the age of eighteen (18) years; or if the child
continues his education. until said child discontinues his high school education or reaches the
age of nineteen (19) years which ever occurs first.
Case # 188105 Region: 04/E CSS 883 • 9/03 Page 2 of 4 N000448
·"
Tax Exemption Computation
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CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
ByAMY KING
DePUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of Health and Case No. CVDR0300690D
Welfare, Child Support Services (lDHW),
Plaintiff,
vs.




NOTICE: YOU HAVE BEEN SUED BY THE STATE OF IDAHO. THE COURT MAY
ENTER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE UNLESS YOU
RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW.
TO: STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS, and AMY BETH SLANE
You are hereby notified that in order to defend this lawsuit, an appropriate written
response must be filed with the above designated court within 20 days after service of this
Summons on you. If you fail to so respond, the court may enter judgment against you as
demanded by the plaintiff(s) in the Petition to Modify Child Support Order.
A copy of the Petition to Modify Child Support Order is served with this Summons. If
you wish to seek the advice or representation by an attorney in this matter, you should do so
Summons (ICSES Case=188105, Doc Group=l) -Page 1 000450
promptly so that your written response, if any, may be filed in time and other legal rights
protected.
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule lO(a)(l) and other Idaho
Rules of Civil Procedure and will also include:
1. The title and number of this case.
2. If your response is an Answer to the Petition to Modify Child Support Order, it must
contain admissions or denials of the separate allegations ofthe Petition to Modify Child
Support Order and other defenses you may claim.
3. Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature, mailing address
and telephone number ofyour attorney.
4. Proof ofmailing or delivery of a copy of your response to plaintiffs attorney, as
designated above.
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your response, contact the Clerk of
the above-named court. " ,
" II", r't HNnoJ I"
l ~ J~ 1': D ...' o.\\.- f· "DATED this :JT..... day of rah'U~ " ",\'V".~t~•••• (?/v ',-,
i~~OfJ;E~ft-JucH.
: -J.~ , ". .~:
~'<"OltRe~ISiRQ COURT. -. ~ ...
: C:;I ..~" : $ :t •• :/0 ........'?.;
'-' ~ •• ~7 ~BY. •••• ')'\ .........
DEP' ""......."...




















IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of Health and Case No. CVDR0300690D
Welfare, Child Support Services (IDHW),
Plaintiff, AMENDED
vs. PETITION TO MODIFY CHILD SUPPORT




(Idaho Code § 67-2301)
The State of Idaho, Department of Health and Welfare, Child Support Services, by and
through its attorney of record, HOWARD R FOLEY, Special Deputy Attorney, hereby moves
and alleges as follows:
1.
IDHW is a duly recognized agency of the State of Idaho and is authorized pursuant to
Idaho Code §§ 56-203(A) and (C) to modify child support in this matter.
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II.
Counsel for the State of Idaho represents said State in this matter specifically for the
modification of child support owed by STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS, and medical insurance
coverage owed by STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH SLANE, and said
representation does not involve issues of custody and visitation of said minor child.
III.
The Court has jurisdiction over this matter, and over STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE pursuant to Idaho Code, Title 32, Chapter 7 and other applicable law.
IV.
There has been a substantial and material change in circumstances since the entry of the
support order, to wit; STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS's income has decreased substantially.
Attached and incorporated by reference herein, is the Affidavit Verifying Parents' Income,
Exhibit A, and the Child Support Worksheet, Exhibit B.
V.
IDHW alleges STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS is capable of supporting the minor child
ISABELLA R SLANE, and a reasonable sum for the support and maintenance of the child is
One Hundred Eighty Six Dollars ($186.00) per month based upon the parents' income, and the
application of the Idaho Child Support Guidelines. The child support will be payable beginning
March 1, 2012, and continue on the first day of each month thereafter until said child reaches the
age of eighteen (18) years. If the child is continuing her high school education after reaching the
age of eighteen (18) years, the child support will continue until said child discontinues her high
school education or reaches the age of nineteen (19) years, whichever occurs first.
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VI.
A dependency exemption will be assigned to AMY BETH SLANE pursuant to the Idaho
Child Support Guidelines. The child support obligation as stated above has been adjusted to
provide for the pro rata payment of the value of the exemption.
VII.
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS will carry medical insurance for ISABELLA R SLANE,
when suitable coverage is available at reasonable cost as defined in Idaho Code 32-1214B,
unless AMY BETH SLANE is able to obtain said insurance at a lower cost, until said child
reaches the age of majority. If AMY BETH SLANE is able to obtain suitable insurance
coverage for ISABELLA R SLANE at reasonable cost as defined in Idaho Code 32-1214B, and
at a lower cost than STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS, AMY BETH SLANE must carry said
insurance. The parent that is providing medical insurance coverage will provide all necessary
medical insurance information to the other parent. The Order for Medical Support will contain
an enforcement provision as set forth in Title 32, Chapter 12 of the Idaho Code.
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS will be responsible for Fifty Four Percent (54%) and
AMY BETH SLANE will be responsible for Forty Six Percent (46%) of medical insurance
premiums, and any health care expenses for the child not covered or paid in full by insurance,
including, but not limited to orthodontic, optical and dental costs. These uncovered health care
payments will be in addition to the child support award and will be paid directly to the other
parent.
Any claimed health care expenses for the child (whether denominated as psychiatric,
psychological, special education, addiction treatment, or counseling in any form, and including
regular medical or dental care), whether or not covered by insurance, which would result in an
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actual out of pocket expense to the parent who did not incur or consent to the expense of over
$500.00, must be approved in advance, in writing, by both parties or by prior court order. Relief
may be granted by the court for failure to comply under extraordinary circumstances, and the
court may in its discretion apportion the incurred expense in some percentage other than that in
the existing support order, and in doing, may consider whether consent was unreasonably
requested or withheld.
VIII.
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS should be responsible for Fifty Four Percent (54%), which
is his pro rata share, of any work-related day care expenses for the child if applicable. These
day care payments will be in addition to the child support award and will be paid directly to
AMY BETH SLANE.
IX.
The support order entered in this matter will include a provision allowing for the
enforcement of the order by income withholding pursuant to Idaho Code § 32-1204; and for a
lien to be placed upon STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS's real and personal property pursuant to
Idaho Code §§ 7-1206 and 45-1901, et seq.
X.
IDHW will be entitled to offset STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS's federal and state income
tax refunds until the amount owing is paid in full, pursuant to Idaho Code § 7-1203.
XI.
IDHW will be entitled to reasonable attorney fees of $525.00 if the order is obtained by
default, or in such higher amount as may be approved by the Court if the matter proceeds to trial,
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plus costs and any further amount as determined reasonable by the Court; pursuant to Idaho
Code §§ 12-120, 12-121, and 56-203C(3) and Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 54.
XII.
Pursuant to Idaho Code § 32-1212 and V.S.C.A. § 42-666(c)(2)(A)(i), STEPHEN
WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH SLANE should be required to notify Child Support
Services of any change of address, telephone number, or employment within thirty (30) days of
said change.
XIII.
Child support should be paid to AMY BETH SLANE, through Idaho Child Support
Receipting, P.O. Box 70008, Boise, Idaho 83707-0108, and child support case number 188105
should be included on the face of each monthly payment.
XIV.
All other provisions of the original order remain in full force and effect.
WHEREFORE, IDHW prays for a judgment as follows:
1. For an order establishing jurisdiction over this matter, and over STEPHEN WAYNE
ADAMS and AMY BETH SLANE pursuant to Idaho Code § 32-709.
2. For an order of the court finding that substantial and material changes in
circumstances exist since the date of the entry of the last support order in this action, as set forth
above.
3. For an order of this Court modifying STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS's obligation to
pay child support as set forth above.
4. For an order of this Court allocating the dependency exemption as set forth above.
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5. For an order of this Court requiring STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH
SLANE to obtain medical insurance for ISABELLA R SLANE as set forth above, and for an
order setting forth the parties' pro rata share of any uncovered medical expenses as determined
by the Idaho Child Support Guidelines.
6. For an order of this Court requiring STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS to pay his pro rata
share of any work-related day care expenses as set forth above.
7. For an order of this Court allowing for the enforcement of this order as set forth
above.
8. For an order of this Court requiring STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS to pay the attorney
fees and the costs incurred by the State in bringing the action.
9. For an order of this Court requiring STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH
SLANE to notify Child Support Services of any change of address, phone and employment
within thirty (30) days of said change.
10. For an order of this Court that child support be paid to AMY BETH SLANE as set
forth above.
11. For an order of this court finding that all other provisions of the original order remain
in full force and effect.
DATED this
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That he/she is the Self Reliance Specialist for Region -.lJi..., Idaho Department of
Health and Welfare, Child Support Services, in the above-entitled action; that he/she has read the
foregoing Petition to Modify Child Support, is fully acquainted with the contents thereof, and
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same.
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE














I hereby state under oath that the following information is true:
A. Gross Income FATHER
1. Wages, salary, commission, bonuses, etc. $17,472.00
2. Rent, royalties, trade or business income, etc.
List gross income minus necessary & ordinary expenses)
3. Interest, dividends, pensions, annuities, etc.
4. Social Security, Workers Compensation, Unemployment
Benefits, disability, Veterans Benefits. etc.
5. Public AssistancelWelfare for: () self () children
6. Alimony
7. Grants, distribution from trusts, etc.
8. Other
9. SUBTOTAL $17,472.00
B. Deductions to Gross Income (I.C.S.G. Sections 6 & 7)
1. Straight line depreciation on assets
2. One half of self-employment social security taxes
3. Child support and alimony from another relationship
4. Support for child of another relationship
living in the home
5. DEDUCTIONS SUBTOTAL
C. Gross Income as Adjusted
(Line B5 substract from Line A9) $17,472.00
D. In-Kind Benefits (I.C.S.G. Sections 6(b»
(Housing. food, transportation, recreation)
E. Potential Income (I.C.S.G. Sections 6(c»
(Potential earned income, potential unearned income)
F. Guidelines Income (C + D + E) $17,472.00












County of Aa \:'j
I, Q Q,.~) ., 'lCl,Q.....
by certify that on ay of.- ~
personally appeared r v,,--"-oo:v~_~..~-~Io&::L....l,'1r-:~~.Iiiii!:-- ........,.,.,
who, being by me first dUly sworn, declared th he/she signed the foregoing docUl'!l8 ~ h ~1G~
ments t ein contained are true to}h ~~st of his/her knowledge and belief. l~ /' "\
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CSS 882-10100e~A.
Notary Ie or Idaho
My Commission Expires: --~I---t-~""-------
Case # 188105 000459
IN THE FOURTH DISTRICT COURT,
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
AMYB.SLANE )
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO. CVDR0300690D
vs. )
) STANDARD CUSTODY
STEPHEN W. ADAMS ) CHILD SUPPORT
Defendant ) WORKSHEET
)
Name of Child Date of Birth
Isabella R. Slane
Father Mother Combined
1. MONTHLY I.C.S.G. INCOME $1,456.00 $1.257.00 $2,713.00
(from Affidavit)
2. PERCENTAGE SHARE OF INCOME 53.67% 46.33% 100%
(Each parenfs income on line 1 diVided by
combined Income)
3. BASIC CHILD SUPPORT OBLIGATION $446.00
(Apply line 1combined to child support schedule)
4. EACH PARENT'S CHILD SUPPORT OBLIGATION $240.00 $207.00
(Line 2 times line 3.) This does not include
medical or tax adjustments.
5. RECOMMENDED CHILD SUPPORT ORDER $186.00 $0.00
(Including prorate share of medical
costs and tax exemption benefit)
OTHER COSTS TO BE CONSIDERED BY THE COURT:
a. Work related child care costs:
b. Medical Insurance Premiums paid:







Comments. calculations or rebuttals: AP WAGES BASED ON HOURLY RATE - AR WAGES BASED ON
DOE/UIB EARNINGS MIN WAGE POTE NTIAL - TAX EXEMPTION GIVEN TO AP AS HIG HER EARNING
PARTY
PREPARED BY: NANCYA STEELE.
ATTACHMENT: Affidavit Verifying Income - CSS 882
DATE: January 17. 2012
Case # 188105 Region: 04/E 000460
Support continues until the child reaches the age of eighteen (18) years; or if the child
continues his education. until said child discontinues his high school education or reaches the
age of nineteen (19) years which ever occurs first.
Case # 188105 Region: 04/E CSS 883 • 9/03 Page 2 of 4 N000461
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Tax Exemption Computation












































CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By ANNAMARIE MEYER
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of Health and Case No. CVDR0300690D
Welfare, Child Support Services (IDHW),
Plaintiff, SECOND AMENDED
vs. PETITION TO MODIFY CHILD SUPPORT




(Idaho Code § 67-2301)
The State of Idaho, Department of Health and Welfare, Child Support Services, by and
through its attorney of record, HOWARD R FOLEY, Special Deputy Attorney, hereby moves
and alleges as follows:
I.
IDHW is a duly recognized agency of the State of Idaho and is authorized pursuant to
Idaho Code §§ 56-203(A) and (C) to modify child support in this matter.
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II.
Counsel for the State of Idaho represents said State in this matter specifically for the
modification of child support owed by STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS, and medical insurance
coverage owed by STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH SLANE, and said
representation does not involve issues of custody and visitation of said minor child.
III.
The Court has jurisdiction over this matter, and over STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE pursuant to Idaho Code, Title 32, Chapter 7 and other applicable law.
IV.
There has been a substantial and material change in circumstances since the entry of the
support order, to wit; STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS's income has decreased substantially.
Attached and incorporated by reference herein, is the Affidavit Verifying Parents' Income,
Exhibit A, and the Child Support Worksheet, Exhibit B.
V.
IDHW alleges STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS is capable of supporting the minor child
ISABELLA R SLANE, and a reasonable sum for the support and maintenance of the child is
Two Hundred Seventy Eight Dollars ($278.00) per month based upon the parents' income, and
the application of the Idaho Child Support Guidelines. The child support will be payable
beginning March 1, 2012, and continue on the first day of each month thereafter until said child
reaches the age of eighteen (18) years. If the child is continuing her high school education after
reaching the age of eighteen (18) years, the child support will continue until said child
discontinues her high school education or reaches the age of nineteen (19) years, whichever
occurs first.
Second Amended Petition To Modify Child Support (ICSES Case=188105, Doc Group=l) - Page 2 000464
VI.
A dependency exemption will be assigned to STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS pursuant
to the Idaho Child Support Guidelines. The child support obligation as stated above has
been adjusted to provide for the pro rata payment of the value of the exemption.
VII.
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS will carry medical insurance for ISABELLA R SLANE,
when suitable coverage is available at reasonable cost as defined in Idaho Code 32-1214B,
unless AMY BETH SLANE is able to obtain said insurance at a lower cost, until said child
reaches the age of majority. If AMY BETH SLANE is able to obtain suitable insurance
coverage for ISABELLA R SLANE at reasonable cost as defined in Idaho Code 32-1214B, and
at a lower cost than STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS, AMY BETH SLANE must carry said
insurance. The parent that is providing medical insurance coverage will provide all necessary
medical insurance information to the other parent. The Order for Medical Support will contain
an enforcement provision as set forth in Title 32, Chapter 12 of the Idaho Code.
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS will be responsible for Fifty Four Percent (54%) and
AMY BETH SLANE will be responsible for Forty Six Percent (46%) of medical insurance
premiums, and any health care expenses for the child not covered or paid in full by insurance,
including, but not limited to orthodontic, optical and dental costs. These uncovered health care
payments will be in addition to the child support award and will be paid directly to the other
parent.
Any claimed health care expenses for the child (whether denominated as psychiatric,
psychological, special education, addiction treatment, or counseling in any form, and including
regular medical or dental care), whether or not covered by insurance, which would result in an
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actual out of pocket expense to the parent who did not incur or consent to the expense of over
$500.00, must be approved in advance, in writing, by both parties or by prior court order. Relief
may be granted by the court for failure to comply under extraordinary circumstances, and the
court may in its discretion apportion the incurred expense in some percentage other than that in
the existing support order, and in doing, may consider whether consent was unreasonably
requested or withheld.
VIII.
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS should be responsible for Fifty Four Percent (54%), which
is his pro rata share, of any work-related day care expenses for the child if applicable. These
day care payments will be in addition to the child support award and will be paid directly to
AMY BETH SLANE.
IX.
The support order entered in this matter will include a provision allowing for the
enforcement of the order by income withholding pursuant to Idaho Code § 32-1204; and for a
lien to be placed upon STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS's real and personal property pursuant to
Idaho Code §§ 7-1206 and 45-1901, et seq.
X.
IDHW will be entitled to offset STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS's federal and state income
tax refunds until the amount owing is paid in full, pursuant to Idaho Code § 7-1203.
XI.
IDHW will be entitled to reasonable attorney fees of $525.00 if the order is obtained by
default, or in such higher amount as may be approved by the Court if the matter proceeds to trial,
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plus costs and any further amount as determined reasonable by the Court; pursuant to Idaho
Code §§ 12-120, 12-121, and 56-203C(3) and Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 54.
XII.
Pursuant to Idaho Code § 32-1212 and V.S.C.A. § 42-666(c)(2)(A)(i), STEPHEN
WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH SLANE should be required to notify Child Support
Services of any change of address, telephone number, or employment within thirty (30) days of
said change.
XIII.
Child support should be paid to AMY BETH SLANE, through Idaho Child Support
Receipting, P.O. Box 70008, Boise, Idaho 83707-0108, and child support case number 188105
should be included on the face of each monthly payment.
XIV.
All other provisions of the original order remain in full force and effect.
WHEREFORE, IDHW prays for a judgment as follows:
1. For an order establishing jurisdiction over this matter, and over STEPHEN WAYNE
ADAMS and AMY BETH SLANE pursuant to Idaho Code § 32-709.
2. For an order of the court finding that substantial and material changes in
circumstances exist since the date of the entry of the last support order in this action, as set forth
above.
3. For an order of this Court modifying STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS's obligation to
pay child support as set forth above.
4. For an order of this Court allocating the dependency exemption as set forth above.
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5. For an order of this Court requiring STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH
SLANE to obtain medical insurance for ISABELLA R SLANE as set forth above, and for an
order setting forth the parties' pro rata share of any uncovered medical expenses as determined
by the Idaho Child Support Guidelines.
6. For an order of this Court requiring STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS to pay his pro rata
share of any work-related day care expenses as set forth above.
7. For an order of this Court allowing for the enforcement of this order as set forth
above.
8. For an order of this Court requiring STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS to pay the attorney
fees and the costs incurred by the State in bringing the action.
9. For an order of this Court requiring STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and AMY BETH
SLANE to notify Child Support Services of any change of address, phone and employment
within thirty (30) days of said change.
10. For an order of this Court that child support be paid to AMY BETH SLANE as set
forth above.
11. For an order of this court finding that all other provisions of the original order remain
in full force and effect.









~I~ Wert: ,being first duly sworn, deposes and state,:
That he/she is the Self Reliance Specialist for Region~ Idaho Department of
Health and Welfare, Child Support Services, in the above-entitled action; that he/she has read the
foregoing Amended Petition to Modify Child Support, is fully acquainted with the contents
thereof, and knows the same to be true.
DATBDtbls~daYOf ~20.lth-
On ~~y of tebUlLVtJ-. in the year 20 (:l; before me
~\~ , a notary public, personally appeared
~-'vV _ ,koown to me to be the person whose
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of Health and Welfare, Case No. CVDR0300690D
Child Support Services (IDHW),
Plaintiff, AFFIDAVIT VERIFYING INCOME
vs.
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS, and AMY BETH
SLANE,
Co-Defendants.
db r ff 1m I dh b. tithth h fi IIdIh bere >y state un er oa at teo owmg in ormation IS true to t e est 0 my owe 1ge an e Ie :
A. GROSS INCOME FATHER MOTHER
1. Wages, salary, commissions, bonuses, etc. $17,472.00
2. Rent, royalties, trade, or business income, etc.
3. Interest, dividends, pensions, annuities, etc.
4. Social security, worker's compensation, unemployment
benefits, disability, veterans' benefits, etc.
5. Public assistance, welfare for self (not children)
6. Alimony
7. Grants, distributions from trusts, etc.
8. Other
9. SUBTOTAL $17,472.00 $0.00
B. DEDUCTIONS FROM GROSS INCOME (I.C.S.G. Sections 6 and 7)
1. Straight line depreciation on assets.
2. One-halfof self-employment Social Security taxes.
3. Child support and alimony from another relationship. .
4. Support for child of another relationship living in the home.
5. DEDUCTIONS SUBTOTAL $0.00 $0.00
C. GROSS INCOME, AS ADJUSTED (line B5 subtracted from line A9) $17,472.00 $0.00
D. IN-KIND BENEFITS (I.C.S.G. Section 6b) $0.00 $0.00
E. POTENTIAL INCOME (I.C.S.G. Section 6c, potential earned and $0.00 $15,080.00
unearned income)
F. GUIDELINES INCOME (C + D + E) $17,472.00 $15,080.00
G. MONTHLY I.C.S.G. INCOME (F divided by 12 months) $1,456.00 $1,256.67
Case: 188105 Region: 04/E
....All monthly amounts are from annual amount divided by 12 and rounded to the nearest cent.
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
Case No. CVDR0300690D
STATE OF IDAHO, Department ofHealth and Welfare,
Child Support Services (IDHW),
Plaintiff, STANDARD CUSTODY WORKSHEET
vs.





Date ofBirth Children 6-10 Date of Birth
Father Mother Combined
1. Monthly LC.S.G. income (from Affidavit) $1,456.00 $1,256.67 $2,712.67
2. Percentage share of income (Each parent's income 53.67% 46.33%
on line I divided bv combined income)
3. Basic child support obligation (apply line 1 combined to child support schedule) $446.42
4. Each parent's child support obligation (multiply $239.59 $206.83
line 2 times line 3 for each oarent)
5. Recommended child support order (including pro
$278.00 $0.00rata share of medical insurance premiums and tax exemption
benefit)
Other costs to be considered by the court:
a. Work related child care costs: $0.00 $0.00
b. Medical insurance premium: $0.00 $0.00
Comments, calculations, or rebuttals: THIS GUID IS BASED UPON FA INCOME AT HOURLY RATE; MO INCOME BASED
ON DOEfUIB EARNING WITH POTENTIAL TO EARN MINIMUM; TAX EXEMPTION TO FA PER IDAHO CHILD
SUPPORT GUIDLINES. SJIFOLEY
Prepared~l~ <s,~~ Date: FebruaIy24,2012
Support continues until the child(ren) reach the age of eighteen (18) years; or if the child(ren)
continue their education, support continues until said child(ren) discontinue their high school
education or reach the age ofnineteen (19) years which ever occurs first.
Case: 188105 Region: 041E
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,































COMES NOW Appellant Stephen W. Adams aka Steven Wayne Adams by and through
his attorney of record James M. Runsvold and serves notice ofhearing on Respondent's
Memorandum of Fees and Costs, Appellant's Objection thereto, and Appellant's Motion for
Reconsideration, said matters to be heard at the Ada County Courthouse, on the 15th day of
APPELLANT'S REPLY TO RESPONDENT'S RESPONSE Page-l
000472
March, 2012, commencing at the hour of 1:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as the matter may be
heard.
DATED this ).$ day of
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, the undersigned, hereby certified that onthe~ ofFr.tf;rLM2. r L / , 2012, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by the metl'iod indicated:
-
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Office, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702
APPELLANT'S REPLY TO RESPONDENT'S RESPONSE Page-2
000473
02/29/2012 11:39 20834 3 SCOTT LAW OFFI PAGE 02/04
o
- ,;.t'
Tbomas B. Dominick, Esq., ISB No. 2908
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fEB 29 2012
~HEi1 D. flICH. Clerk
. "KATIiY BIEHL
- OfpUly
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
OF nIE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STATE OF IDAHO, Department ofHealth and
Welfare~ Case No. CV DR 03006900
Plaintiff,
'Vs.








RESPONSE TO OBJECTION TO
RESPONDENT'S CLAIM FOR
ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS
COMES NOW the Respondent, Amy Beth Slane, by and through undersigned counsel of
record and responds to the Objection to Respondent's Claim for Attorney Fees and Costs and
Motion for Reconsideration filed on o.r about February 9, 2012 as follows:
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION TO RESPONDENT'S CLAIM FOR ATiORNEY FEES AND COSTS M I
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1. The appeal was pursued frivolously, wueasonably and without foundation.
Therefore, attorney fees should be awarded to Amy Slane pursuant to Idaho Code §12·121 and
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure S4(e)(l). On appeal. Appellant Steven Adams argued that Nab v.
Nab cannot applY in a criminal contempt case. He failed to cite any authority for this position.
Alternatively, he argued that Nab v. Nab does not bar a criminal contemnor. He failed to cite
any authority for that position. In fac~ the clear legal authority, Rodriguez v. Rodri,guez, is to the
contrary. He also stated that Nab v. Nab should not bar a motion to modify child custody or
visitation. However, Rodriguez decided otherwise. He next argued that Rodriguez was
wrongfully decided as it extends Nab to custody. In so doing, he asked this Court to reject clear
precedent. His argument that the intertwining of support and custody is irrelevant, is frivolous.
Finally, he argued that denial of court access does n.ot allow penalty for contempt. Mr. Adams
brought this upon himself for his failure to follow a court order by paying child support.
2. Not one argument on appeal was justified or supported by any legal authority. In
fact, Rodriguez v. Rodriguez and Nab v. Nab held to the contrary on each and every position
asserted by Steven Adams on appeal.
3. For the foregoing reasons the appeal in this matter was brought and pursued
frivolously and without foundation and Amy Slane is entitled to attorney fees on appeal.
DATED this~ day ofFebroary, 2012.
QU. I----TH-O-M- B:OMIN~ic~K=----~---
Attorney for PetitionerlRespondent
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION TO RESPONDENT'S CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS· 2
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of February, 2012, I served the foregoing
document by having a true and complete copy personally delivered or by facsimile and/or by
depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid thereon, and addressed to:
Mr. James M. Runsvold
Attorney at Law
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,

































COMES NOW Appellant Stephen W. Adams (Stephen) by and through his attorney of
record James M. Runsvold and replies to Respondent Amy Slane's (Amy's) responses to
Stephen's objection to Amy's claim for attorney fees and his motion or reconsideration, as
follows:
1. Amy apparently does not dispute Stephens' motion for reconsideration (to strike the award of
fees under the contempt statute) or Stephen's position that she is not entitled to fees under the
contempt statue, as there is no mention of those matters in her brief.
APPELLANT'S REPLY TO RESPONDENT'S RESPONSE RE: ATIORNEY FEES Page-l
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2. Contrary to Amy's assertion (in support of her claim for fees under Section 12-121) that
Stephen cites no authorities in support ofhis arguments, Stephen cites 20 cases and numerous
court rules and statutes in making his argument. Appellant's Brief, Table of Case and
Authorities.
3. Stephen has distinguished Rodriguez on the grounds that in this case, the magistrate had made
an express finding that Stephen could not purge his contempt. Appellant's Brief, para. IV. His
argument is not frivolous, unreasonable, or without foundation.
4. Stephen has made cogent and clear arguments that Nab and Rodriguez are wrongly decided,
inconsistent with the current court rules on contempt (IRCP Rule 75), and/or inapplicable in this
case. His arguments are not frivolous, unreasonable, or without foundation.
5. Stephen has clearly shown the incongruity in Idaho law wherein the "paramount"
consideration of best interests has not been reconciled with the contempt sanctions, as
exemplified by Rodriguez. His argument is not frivolous, unreasonable, or without foundation.
6. The law in this area, following Rodriguez, is far from settled. The issues must be brought
before the Supreme Court.
7. Attorney fees are not necessarily awardable on appeal where appellant has argued, albeit
unsuccessfully, for an extension ofIdaho law. Turpen v. Granieri, 133 Idaho 244, 249, 985 P. 2d
669,674 (1999).
8. Amy has cited no authority in support of her argument.
For the reasons stated, the Court should not award attorney fees to Amy herein, under
either the contempt statute or Section 12-121.
DATED this 2- day of_-,,-~---,-,-__-=------------::=-




I, the undersigned, hereby certified that on the J!...... day of Ma-. r~L, 2012, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick












CHRISTOPHER D. RICH Cler
By STEPHANIE VIDAK k
DEPUTY
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD
RUNSVOLD LAW OFFICE, PLLC







Pro Bono Attorney for Appellant
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
STEVEN WAYNE ADAMS and
AMY BETH SLANE,
































Fee Category: I.A.R.Rule 23(a)(l)
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT, Amy Beth Slane, AND RESPONDENT'S
ATTORNEY, Thomas B. Dominick, AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED
COURT.
NOTICE OF APPEAL Page-l
000480
PURSUANT TO I.A.R. Rule 17, NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT:
1. The above-named Appellant Stephen W. Adams aka Steven Wayne Adams appeals against the
above-named Respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the Memorandum Decision and
Order entered in the above entitled action on the 31 st of January, 2012, the Honorable Kathryn A.
Sticklen, Senior District Judge, presiding.
2. Appellant has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the judgment or order
described in paragraph 1 above is an appealable judgment or order under and pursuant to I.A.R.
Rule 11(a)(2).
3. Preliminary statement of issues on appeal:
(a) Whether, as a matter of law, the magistrate erred in dismissing Appellant's motion to
modify child custody/visitation; and whether the district court erred in affirming such dismissal.
(b) Whether, as a matter oflaw, the magistrate erred in dismissing Appellant's motion to
modify; and whether the district court erred in affirming such dismissal.
(c) Whether Nab v. Nab, 114 Idaho 572, 757 P. 2d 1231 (Ct. App. 1988) and Rodriguez
v. Rodriguez, 150 Idaho 614, 249 P. 3d 413 (Ct. App. 2011) should be interpreted to allow
modification of child custody/visitation and/or child support in this case, or alternatively,
declared to be no longer applicable to the circumstances of this case.
(d) Whether the district court erred in awarding attorney fees against Appellant.
4. To Appellant's knowledge, no order has been entered sealing all or any portion of the record.
5. A reporter's transcript is not requested.
6. The appellant requests the following documents to be included in the clerk's record in addition
to those automatically included under I.A.R. Rule 28:
a. Notice ofAppeal, 4/11/11
b. Appellant's Brief, 6/16/11
c. Respondent's Brief, 7/13/11 (on or about)
d. Appellant's Reply Brief, 7/21/11
e. Memorandum Decision and Order, 1/3/12
f. Objection to Respondent's Claim for Attorney Fees and Costs/Motion for
Reconsideration, 2/10/12.
g. District Court's order on item f. (pending)
NOTICE OF APPEAL Page-2
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..
7. The Appellant requests the following documents, charts, or pictures offered or admitted as
exhibits to be copied and sent to the Supreme Court: None.
8. I certify:
(a) That a copy of this notice of appeal has been served on each reporter of whom a
transcript has been requested as named below at the address set out below: Not Applicable.
(b) That the clerk of the district court or administrative agency has been paid the
estimated fee for preparation of the reporter's transcript. Not Applicable.
(c) That the appellant may be exempt from paying the estimated fee for the preparation of
the record because ofhis indigency. His application for waiver made at the commencement of
the appeal to the district court was approved. Order Re: Waiver of Fees and Costs Including
Transcript Fee) May 3, 2011. A new application is expected to be made.




I, the undersigned, hereby certified that on the 12 day of ft1!'1f?t.,tt: ,2011, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by the method indicated:
The Honorable Kathryn A. Stickland,
Senior District Judge
Ada County Courthouse
200 W. Front Street
Boise Idaho 83702
Thomas B. Dominick
Dominick Law Office, PLLC
500 West Bannock
Boise ID 83702
NOTICE OF APPEAL Page-3
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L;Kegular Mail











RUNSVOLD LAW OFFICE, PLLC
623 S. Kimball Ave., Ste. C







CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By MARGARET LUNDQUIST
DEPUTY
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
Supreme Ct. Docket #39766-2012




aka STEPHEN W. ADAMS,
DefendanUAppellant
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE
WAIVER
o Plaintiff~ DefendanUAppellant asks to appeal this case to the Idaho Supreme Court
without paying fees including for clerk's Record, Idaho Code Section 31-3220, and swears
under oath:
1. This is an action for Appeal of District Court decision (custody and child support).
2. I am unable to pay the court costs. I verify that the statements made in this Affidavit are
true and correct. I understand that a false statement in this Affidavit is perjury and I could
be sent to prison for one to 14 years. The waiver of payment does not prevent the court
from later ordering me to pay costs and fees.
(Do not leave any items blank. If any item does not apply, write "N/A". Attach additional pages if more space is
needed for any response.)
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER




Name: Stephen W. Adams
and Chip
Other name(s) I have used: Steve
Address:__ =t.-=B::.;:0=is:.::e.....I:.::O'-'8::.;:3::..:.7...:0=5 _
How long at that address?_-=2'-JYt..'::e:.::::a~rs~ Phone:__-";(l,,:2:,::::0.:::.8L.. ....-__
Year and place of birth:__....:.1.:::.96:=..4~,....:C:.::a~li~fo::.:..r~ni:=a _
Education completed (years): G.E.O.! Voc. College
FAMILY:Marital Status: D Single D Married D Oivorced D Widowed D Separated
The folloWing minor children live with me:








Child Support Received ($/month)
$284.14 (rec'd by wife)
None.
EMPLOYMENT:
Occupation: Cashier/Retail Employed by: Idaho State Liquor Store
Position: Salary: $ N/A or $8.40 per hour
Monthly gross income $159.60/week If your current position is temporary what are the start
and end dates? November, 2011 - February, 2012 (on medical leave)
Phone number to use to verify (208) 334-3795 If you have held this job less than one year,
previous employer: Self-employed Phone number to use to verify: _
Spouse's Occupation: Chiropractic Assistant Employed by: McKim Health Clinics
Position: Front Office Salary: $ N/A or $13.50 per hour
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER
CAO FW 1-9 6/8/2011
PAGE 2
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Monthly gross income $1600.00 If your spouse's current position is temporary what are the
start and end dates? N/A
I receive assistance or support from the following sources and in the following monthly
amounts:
Spouse: $pays bills Welfare: $0.00 Food Stamps: $0.00 Relatives: $0.00 Unemployment
Compensation: $0.00 Social Security: $0.00 Retirement: $0.00
Former Spouse: $0.00 Other (identify),__-..:..N::.:.:/A:..:.....- $.__..:..:N~/A...:...__
If unemployed, how long since your last regular employment? .:..::N::..:./A...:..._ _
List all places where you have applied for work in the last six months:
Company
Not Applicable.
Last Applied Reason for Rejection
Are you willing to work now? yes What work can you do? Nothing right now. I had back
surgery on March 7, 2012. 6-8 week recovery.
What is the minimum wage for which you are willing to work? $Minimum wage (when
recovered)










Are you capable of working now? 0 Yes 1KJ No If no, why not? Medical. Had emergency back
surgery.
If a health problem keeps you from working, provide the name of your treating doctor: Dr.
Manos at Spine Institute. Is your health problem permanent? 0 Yes 0 No ~ Unknown
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER
CAO FW 1-9 6/8/2011
PAGE 3
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When will you be released to work? Not sure as of yet.
ASSETS:







List all other property owned by you and state its value.
Description (provide description for each item) Value
Cash, _
Notes and Receivable _
Retirement Accounts/IRAs/401 (k)s _









Vehicles 1994 CheVY Suburban, 2001 Oldsmobile Aurora
Bank/Credit Union/Savings/Checking Accounts






















MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER
CAO FW 1-9 6/8/2011
PAGE 4
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Credit Cards (List last 4 digits of each account number.)
Not applicable





















MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER






















Medical Expense Bills from the back surgery and hospital stay are starting to come Not yet
in mail. Looking at $50,000 in medical debt.
Child Care _





How much can you borrow? $0.00 From whom? I have no living family/ When did you file your
last income tax return? 2011 Amount of refund: $O.OO(Went to back child support)















STATE OF IDAHO )
) ss.
County of )
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN before me on this __ day of _
Notary P b'c for Idaho
Residing
Commis Ion expires. _
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER








Child Care, """ _
Other (describe) ------------------:7'-------
Years KnownPhone
____ Amount of refund: $ _
(These persons must be able to verify information provided.)
Address
How much can you borrow? $,--'7"'~----- From whom? _









SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN before me on this~~
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER




I, the undersigned, hereby certified that on theJtJday of~~ ,2012, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by the method indicated:
Thomas B. Dominick




MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER
CAO FW 1-9 6/8/2011
Hand Delivered
_Regular Mail
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LAWRENCE G. WASDEN 
Attorney General 
State OfIdaho 
HOWARD R FOLEY 
Special Deputy Attorney 
Foley Freeman, PUc 
PoBox 10 
Meridian, ID 83680 
Email: hrfoley@foleyfreeman.com 
Telephone: (208) 888-2770 
Fax: (208) 888-5130 
ISB# 1377 
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IN TIlE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTII JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
 
STATE OF IDAHO, Department ofHealth and 
Welfare, Child Support Services (IDHW), 
Plaintift 
VS. 
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS, and 
AMY BETH SLANE 
eo-Defendants. 
Case No. CVDR0300690D 
ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE OF 
SUMMONS AND SECOND AMENDED 
PETITION TO MODIFY CHILD SUPPORT 
COMES- NOW STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS in the above-entitled case and hereby 
acknowledges that he was duly served with a copy of the Summons and Amended Petition To 
Modify Child Support heretofore filed in the above entitled action, personally receiving said 
.copy of Summons and Amended Petition To Modify Child Support on the day of 
_____~, 2012, and hereby submits to the jurisdiction ofthis Court. 
Acceptance Of Service Non-Military (ICSES case=188105, Doc Group=l) - Page 1 
000491
04/05/2012 10:34 FAX 2088885130 FOLEY FREEMAN PLLC 
~002---.---..---------..--.----..-- e 




STATE OF --"""JC~?l:tll£"-==/'/)__) 
) ss. 
County of "",,&:;4p,th~_-) 
On this lj</:i day of_'-/jQ--7f-<f-V".....,'_L ...;. in the year of 2012, before me, 
,4 Ga=.!&vt- personally appeared STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS, 
proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person whose name is subscribed to 
the within instrument, and acknowledged that he executed the same. 
KELLY A f»J,J.OWAY 
NOTARY PUBUC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Acceptance Of Service Non-Military (ICSES Case=18810S, Doc Group=l) - Page 2 
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0588 ctR810PHER D. RltH, Clerk 
3527 S. FEDERAL WAY, STE 103, PMB 42	 .,KATHY BIEHL 
DeputyBOISE, IDAHO 83705 
IN TIlE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICf OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR 'Il:1£ COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of Health	 ) 
and Welfare, Child Support 8ervices (It>HW),	 ) CASE NUMBER CVDR 0300690D 
) 
) 
PLAINTIFF, } AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE OF: 
) 
\IS.	 ) .. SUMMONS 
) .. SECOND AMENDED 
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS and ) PETITION TO MODIFY 








County of ADA )
 
T, Jobn Cobley. being first duly sworn, deposes and state: 
That I am over the age of 18 years, and I am not a pllrty to this case nor ail employee ofa party to 
this case. 
That on March 8, 2012 at 2:08p.m., I served true and correct copies of the documents indicated 
above on, Amy Betlt Slane, by: 
(XX)	 Personal delivery to, Amy Beth Slane, tlle above.named Defendant 
at, 3315 N. Red OaIeDr., Boise, Idaho 83703, the above named Defendant's 
usual place of residence. 
Subscribed and sworn to befo£e!POtUi'!f\tAto.,March lv 
........ \\o\e SOli ""
 ...,. .:;;,.,,-e .•••••••• (J/~ ,.~ 
~ ,,~.- ••• .,.0 ~ 
~ ... · ":­
.: r _	 _; I ~OTA~L·...	 ~ 
a* .	 ...... 1*=: " :	 = :'~J>UBt.\(, I	 : 
Fee: $25.00 -:. -.p: e. .- ~\;'0_ ._......o ..~ 
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State Of Idaho 
HOWARD R FOLEY 
Special Deputy Attorney 
Foley Freeman, Pllc 
Po Box 10 
Meridian, ID 83680 
Email: hrfoley@foleyfreeman.com 
Telephone: (208) 888-2770 
Fax: (208) 888-5130 
ISB# 1377 
NO'---~:;;;EnD--:-~":"':'I/;;-­
A.M. - FILP.M '/t' <1 
APR 11 2012 





IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
 
STATE OF IDAHO, Department of Health and 
Welfare, Child Support Services (IDHW), 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS, and 
AMY BETH SLANE 
Co-Defendants. 
Case No. CVDR0300690D 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
FEE: EXEMPT 
(Idaho Code § 67-2301) 
COMES NOW, HOWARD R FOLEY, Special Deputy Attorney, IDHW and moves the 
Court for an Order of Dismissal without prejudice regarding the above-entitled matter. 
This motion is based upon the following facts: 
Notice to Appeal filed March 12,2012 with the Idaho Supreme Court regarding Petition 
to Modify Child Support where appellant identifies his Motion to Modify Support as one issue 
on appeal, therefore the State's Petition appears duplicative in nature. 




1l/l-day~DATED this ,2012. 
~~ 
pecial Deputy tt ey 
Attorney for IDHW 




,ft.. ,.--_ J1 ) 11 
I hereby certify that on the II da~, 2012, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
STEPHEN WAYNE ADAMS 
1569 Rovian St 
Boise,ID 83705 
AMY BETH SLANE 
3315 N Red Oak Dr 
Boise, ID 83703-4118 
By: 
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, NO. --=:::::-- _. RECEIVED 
A.M F1~.M. .3.' 0 , 
APR 12 2012 
APR 19 2012
Ada County Clerk 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, CIer1< 
By MARTHALYKE 
DePIITV 
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD 
RUNSVOLD LAW OFFICE, PLLC 
623 S. Kimball Ave., Ste. C 
Post Office Box 917 
Caldwell, Idaho 83606 
(208) 459-2610 
Fax (208) 459-0288 
ISB #2975 
Attorney for Defendant/Appellant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
AMY B. SLANE, 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. 
STEVEN W. ADAMS 
aka STEPHEN W. ADAMS, 
Defendant/Appellant 
Supreme Ct. Docket #39766-2012 
District Ct. Case No. CV DR 2003-690 
ORDER RE: WAIVER OF FEES AND 
COSTS 
Having reviewed Appellant's Motion and Affidavit for Fee Waiver, 
[ ] THIS COURT ORDERS the waiver of prepaid fees by Appellant. 
[v(THIS COURT ORDERS the waiver of prepaid costs by Appellant. 
~ THIS COURT ORDERS the waiver of transcript fees by Appellant, :6 ~ 
0'THIS COURT ORDERS the waiver of the Clerk's Record fees by Appellant. 
[ ] THIS COURT DENIES the waiver because the Court finds the Appellant is not indigent 
pursuant to Idaho Code Section 31-3220. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this lqihday of~,-t.......l ,2012. 
ORDER RE: WAIVER OF FEES AND COSTS Page-l 
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Kathryn A. Sticklen, District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, the undersigned, hereby certified that on the ~tf~y of ~ ,2012, a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent to the following by the method indicated: 
James M. Runsvold Hand Delivered 
P.O. Box 917 7Regular Mail 
Caldwell, Idaho 83606 _Certified Mail-Receipt # _ 
Attorney for Appellant Fax # 459-0288 
Thomas B. Dominick Hand Delivered 
Dominick Law Office, PLLC ~egular Mail 
500 West Bannock _Certified Mail-Receipt # _ 
Boise 10 83702 Fax #342-6553 
Attorney for Respondent 
ORDER RE: WAIVER OF FEES AND COSTS Page-2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, n\f AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
 
STATE OF IDAHO, DEPARTMENT OF
 
HEALTH AND WELFARE
 Supreme Court Case No. 39766 














I, CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk of the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho in and for the County of Ada, do hereby certify: 
That the attached list of exhibits is a true and accurate copy ofthe exhibits being 
forwarded to the Supreme Court on Appeal. 
n\f WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 











IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
 
JUDGE MICHAEL REARDON January S, 2011 
Deputy Clerk: Elaine Town 
Type ofHearing: Court Trial / Motion for Contempt 




STEVEN W ADAMS, 
AMY BETH SLANE, 
Defendant. 




Thomas Dominick Counsel for Defendant Amy Slane (** Using Numbered Exhibits)
 
James M Runsvold Counsel for Defendant Steven Adams (** Using Lettered Exhibits)
 
BY NO. DESCRIPTION STATUS 
Defendant 1 Copy ofJudgment and Order ofFiliation Admitted 
Defendant 4 Financial Ledger Admitted 
Defendant 7 Pictures ofSteven's vehicles Admitted 
Defendant IS Yellow page ad Admitted 
Defendant 14 Tax return 2009 Admitted 
EXHIBIT LIST
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICTOF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, DEPARTMENT OF
 
HEALTH AND WELFARE
 Supreme Court Case No. 39766 














I, CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or mailed, by either United States Mail or Interdepartmental Mail, one copy of 
the following: 
CLERK'S RECORD 
to each of the Attorneys of Record in this cause as follows: 
JAMES M. RUNSVOLD THOMAS B. DOMINICK 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
CALDWELL, IDAHO BOISE, IDAHO 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH 
Clerk of the District Court 
MAY 1 5 2012





IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA
 
STATE OF IDAHO. DEPARTMENT OF
 
HEALTH AND WELFARE
 Supreme Court Case No. 39766 














I, CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk of the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Ada, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing 
record in the above-entitled cause was compiled and bound under my direction as, and is a true 
and correct record of the pleadings and documents that are automatically required under Rule 28 
of the Idaho Appellate Rules, as well as those requested by Counsels. 
I FURTHER CERTIFY, that the Notice of Appeal was filed in the District Court on the 
12th day of March, 2012. 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH 
Clerk of the District Court 
CERTIFICATE TO RECORD
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